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Senate 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. HATCH). 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Our Father in Heaven, who brought 

creation out of the void and order from 
chaos, we bless Your Holy Name. Guide 
our lawmakers. Use their daily experi-
ences of joy and sorrow, pleasure and 
pain, victory and defeat, for Your 
glory. Lord, continue to lead them 
with Your merciful hands, providing 
for their needs as You direct their 
steps. Thank You for preparing tables 
of peace and confidence for us in the 
presence of our enemies, inspiring us to 
rejoice because of Your faithfulness. 
Continue to protect the leaders of our 
various branches of government with 
the shield of Your love. 

We pray in Your great Name. Amen. 
f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Morn-
ing business is closed. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
APPROPRIATIONS ACT, 2019 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will re-

sume consideration of H.R. 6157, which 
the clerk will now report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. 6157) making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2019, and for other 
purposes. 

Pending: 
Shelby amendment No. 3695, in the nature 

of a substitute. 
McConnell (for Shelby) amendment No. 

3699 (to amendment No. 3695), of a perfecting 
nature. 

McConnell (for Nelson-Capito) amendment 
No. 3773 (to amendment No. 3695), to require 
a Comptroller General of the United States 
report on the implementation of the Military 
Health System Genesis electronic health 
record. 

McConnell (for Kennedy-Reed) amendment 
No. 3703 (to amendment No. 3695), to increase 
funding for the National Suicide Prevention 
Lifeline. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY LEADER 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 

HYDE-SMITH). The majority leader is 
recognized. 

CLEAN AIR 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President, 
the Obama administration’s so-called 
Clean Power Plan offered a typical 
story from that era, an innocent-seem-
ing name, a pleasant-sounding objec-
tive, but underneath, an intrusive reg-
ulatory regime built not on effective 
policy but on far-left ideology. That is 
why I am so grateful today that the 
Trump administration is unveiling its 
plan to pare back this unfair, unwork-
able, and likely illegal policy. 

Remember, the far left tried to push 
through radical legislation like an en-
ergy tax through the last Congress. 
Well, enough of us knew it would have 
hurt American competitiveness, vic-
timized the poor, and done little to ac-
tually give the American people a 
cleaner environment, but instead of 
learning from those failures, the 
Obama administration tried to go it 
alone and impose their radical agenda 
unilaterally. 

The so-called Clean Power Plan they 
dreamed up would have had no mean-
ingful effect on global emissions. It 
would, however, have packed up mid-
dle-class American jobs and sent them 
right overseas. It would have piled a 
heavier burden onto the most vulner-
able families. Lower income Americans 
are hit the hardest when energy costs 
take off, and this plan was projected to 
yield double-digit percentage increases 
in electricity costs of 40 States, of 
course, including Kentucky. 

Unfair, ineffective, unaffordable, 
more than likely illegal. That is quite 
the pedigree. 

That is why I fought the Obama ad-
ministration’s entire War on Coal, 
which was centered around this regula-
tion, tooth and nail. I submitted an 
amicus brief to the courts when this 
was challenged for exceeding the scope 
and intent of the Clean Air Act. I 
championed legislation to cancel it en-
tirely. On two occasions, I wrote to 
every Governor in the Nation asking 
them to not be complicit in imple-
menting this outrageous overreach 
until the courts had ruled on its legal-
ity. 

My colleagues and I have been at this 
for quite some time. 

That is why the President’s actions 
today are so encouraging. Today’s pro-
posed rule is the first step in the proc-
ess. I look forward to engaging in this 
process as it moves forward toward a 
better outcome for Kentucky and for 
the entire country. 

APPROPRIATIONS 
Madam President, on another mat-

ter, the Senate is considering the 
eighth and ninth of 12 appropriations 
measure for fiscal year 2019. They will 
deliver on most of the important prom-
ises we make to the American people. 

First and foremost is our promise to 
defend the Nation and to meet our obli-
gation to the brave men and women 
who do so, to ensure that if we send 
them into battle, they will be prepared 
and equipped to prevail. 
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Secretary Mattis and our Nation’s 

top military commanders have made 
their assessments perfectly clear. Our 
security and our interests are chal-
lenged every day across the globe by a 
wide array of threats, whether nation 
states or terrorist groups. They include 
the destabilizing influences of Iran in 
the Middle East and Russia in Eastern 
Europe, the challenges we face on the 
Korean Peninsula, the security of our 
allies, and the stability of inter-
national commerce in the Pacific. Our 
leaders have outlined the threats we 
face and the strategies it will take to 
check them, but they have also ex-
plained how the past decade’s pattern 
of inconsistent and insufficient funding 
undermined readiness and borrowed 
from the future. This Congress and this 
President are determined to right the 
ship. 

Earlier this year, we did away with 
the arbitrary spending caps that had 
cut our military readiness and mod-
ernization. We passed a defense bill 
that authorized the largest year-on- 
year increases in defense spending in 15 
years. This week, we have the oppor-
tunity to follow through by appro-
priating the necessary resources. 

The Defense appropriations measure 
before us will support American mili-
tary installations at home and abroad. 
My fellow Kentuckians and I are more 
than proud to host installations like 
Fort Campbell, Fort Knox, and the 
Blue Grass Army Depot. This legisla-
tion supports the most important work 
that goes on at those facilities and the 
communities that revolve around 
them. 

Each of my colleagues, I am sure, can 
offer similar reports of the resources 
directed to military operations in their 
States. 

Whether they are serving at sea or 
training with the 101st Airborne Divi-
sion in Kentucky, our Nation’s men 
and women in uniform will receive 
some well-deserved benefits from the 
legislation we are considering today. 
That includes expanded access to 
onbase services for veterans, billions in 
new funding for housing, support infra-
structure, child and health services, 
and the largest pay raise for our mili-
tary personnel in nearly a decade. 

It is impossible to put a price on the 
sacrifices warfighters—and their fami-
lies—make in service to our Nation, 
but it is within our power to give them 
the support they deserve on behalf of a 
grateful nation, and that is precisely 
what this legislation will do. 

I thank Senator SHELBY and Senator 
DURBIN, who led this bill through the 
subcommittee process. I urge my col-
leagues to join me in supporting this 
bipartisan measure when the time 
comes to pass it. 

ECONOMIC GROWTH 
Madam President, on one final mat-

ter, our servicemembers will not be the 
only Americans who will be receiving 
well-deserved pay increases. As Repub-
licans’ pro-opportunity agenda con-
tinues to take hold, our economy con-

tinues to steam ahead, and working 
families across the country are reaping 
the benefits. 

By now, we are all familiar with the 
fact that millions of American workers 
have received special bonuses, wage in-
creases, or other new benefits from 
their employers as a direct result of 
our Nation’s new Tax Code. We are 
talking about nationwide employers 
from AT&T to Walmart, and local busi-
nesses from Glier’s Meats in my home 
State of Kentucky to Stricks Ag in 
Montana, and New Hudson Facades in 
Pennsylvania. These are, in some 
cases, the multithousand-dollar bo-
nuses that my friends, the Democratic 
leaders in the House and in the Senate, 
tried to shrug off as ‘‘crumbs’’—maybe 
in New York or San Francisco but not 
much anywhere else. 

Remember, they persuaded every one 
of our Democratic colleagues to vote 
against tax cuts. 

Well, the Bureau of Labor Statistics 
recently found the Employment Cost 
Index—that is everything American 
employers spend on employee wages 
and benefits—has increased 2.8 percent 
in the last 12 months alone. As CNBC 
reported, that is the strongest year- 
over-year growth since the autumn of 
2008. 

So let me say that again. By this 
measure, on Republicans’ watch, work-
er pay and benefits has already logged 
a faster 12-month growth rate than we 
ever achieved in all of President 
Obama’s time in office. 

It is yet another data point: Amer-
ican workers, job creators, and middle- 
class families are enjoying one of their 
best economic moments in a long time, 
and it is thanks, in part, to Repub-
licans’ economic agenda, which is get-
ting Washington’s foot off the brake. 

I am proud this week’s appropria-
tions bill will give American service-
members a raise. I am also proud our 
healthy economy is giving a raise to 
millions more Americans, and Repub-
lican policies are helping to make that 
happen. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic whip. 

DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS 
Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, 

pending before the U.S. Senate today 
are two of the biggest appropriations 
bills we will consider this year. As Sen-
ator MCCONNELL, the Republican lead-
er, mentioned, they are the eighth and 
ninth bills we will pass. 

One of those bills I have had a direct 
interest in as the ranking Democrat on 
the Defense Appropriations Sub-
committee. We are about to break a 
record. This spending bill for the De-
partment of Defense is one of the larg-
est increases we have seen in any given 
year. This bill is $607 billion for day-to- 
day operations of the Department of 
Defense and another $68 billion for 
something known as Overseas Contin-
gency Operations, which is just an-
other category of spending. This one 
bill—one bill of the Department of De-
fense—comprises 49 percent of all of 

discretionary spending of the Govern-
ment of the United States of America. 
Almost half of our discretionary budg-
et is going to be spent in this bill. Ac-
companying it is the bill on health and 
education, which is the second largest 
appropriations bill we consider. So be-
tween the two of these bills, we are 
talking about a massive government 
expenditure. 

Let’s reflect on that expenditure for 
a moment. 

There is no replacement for a strong 
national defense, but we should ask 
ourselves why. Why does it cost the 
American taxpayer so much to defend 
America? 

The last budget deal, under which we 
are working here, provided a near- 
record increase for the Department of 
Defense. Going back almost 50 years, 
you can only find two or three other 
increases comparable. We are talking 
about a massive expenditure and a sub-
stantial, historic increase in the De-
partment of Defense. 

Why? Because we face enemies in this 
world. I am not naive about that. I be-
lieve it. When it comes to superpowers 
threatening us, at the top of the list is 
Russia, and second on the list is China. 

How much do they spend, when it 
comes to the defense budgets of those 
two countries—our two hard targets, 
the most threatening nations when it 
comes to the United States? That is 
where you have to step back and shake 
your head and say that can’t be true. 
But it is true. 

The Russian defense budget from 2017 
to 2018 is $78 billion. Remember my 
earlier figures? We are going to be 
spending $700 billion, and their annual 
budget is $78 billion. 

How can there be such a disparity? 
Some people have argued that it is be-
cause of the accounting methods. It is 
the fact that Russian soldiers are paid 
dirt wages and ours, thank goodness, 
are paid just compensation and are 
given benefits. I accept all of that, but 
it still doesn’t explain an almost 10-to- 
1 ratio of spending in the United States 
against spending in Russia. 

What about China? There is another 
nation that we are worried about in 
terms of our national defense. China is 
believed to spend about $175 billion a 
year, about one-fourth of our total de-
fense spending. 

Here is Russia spending about 10 per-
cent of our defense spending, and we 
are concerned about the threat they 
pose to the United States and our al-
lies. Here is China spending one-fourth 
of what we do, and we worry about 
their expanded roles in places like the 
Pacific. 

What is baffling about that compari-
son is that we spend so much more 
than our major adversaries in the 
world. Yet many experts testify over 
and over before congressional commit-
tees that we are falling behind in the 
development of key technologies— 
technologies like satellites, artificial 
intelligence, hypersonic missiles, and 
quantum computing. 
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It doesn’t stand to reason that the 

United States of America, with all of 
its strength and all of its innovation 
and all of its ingenuity, is being chal-
lenged in the world by countries that 
are spending a fraction of what we 
spend. 

The conclusion is obvious. Our large 
increase of military spending calls for 
more accountability on how these 
funds are being spent. I voted for Sec-
retary Mattis. I respect him very 
much, not only for his service to our 
country as a General in the U.S. Ma-
rine Corps but also as our Secretary of 
Defense. Thank goodness he is on the 
job. I have a lot of faith in him, and I 
believe he has a steady hand in an ad-
ministration where there aren’t too 
many steady hands. 

In March, Secretary Mattis sent a 
memo to every member of the Depart-
ment of Defense, and here was the 
title: ‘‘Be Peerless Stewards of the 
Taxpayers’ Dollars.’’ I have had the op-
portunity on two or three occasions to 
have direct conversations with Sec-
retary Mattis about my concern that 
we are dramatically increasing Amer-
ican spending over our adversaries and 
still we believe they have a competi-
tive edge or a near-competitive edge in 
many critical areas. Secretary Mattis 
correctly assessed in this report that 
the Pentagon needs a culture of per-
formance and accountability in order 
to increase the trust and confidence 
that not only Congress but especially 
the American taxpayer places in his 
team. 

We also have a procurement system— 
a purchasing system—that sadly en-
courages poor behavior and poor re-
sults. I asked Dr. Michael Griffin, the 
top research and development official 
in the Department of Defense: Why do 
we spend so much more in the United 
States and continue to fall behind? 

He said that many members of the 
Department of Defense are afraid to be 
the last to say yes to a program that 
may not succeed. Too many decisions 
are pushed up the bureaucratic ladder 
to higher levels, which strangles these 
programs in redtape and delays them 
even more. If something goes wrong, 
failures are the subject of heated con-
gressional hearings. We have seen that 
over and over—from $20,000 toilet seats 
and similar scandals in the past. 

I agree with Dr. Griffin’s findings. 
The Department of Defense needs to do 
so much more to change the culture of 
accountability at that agency. We need 
to establish a new spirit of trans-
parency. Right now, every weapon sys-
tem—every single one of them—is sold 
to Congress with a rosy scenario: tech-
nological breakthroughs at a modest 
cost. There is no difference between the 
sales pitch on a program that is easy to 
develop and one that is a giant risk. 

The Department of Defense needs to 
be more upfront and more candid with 
what can go wrong and what will hap-
pen if something does go wrong. Very 
often, the contentious hearings that 
Dr. Griffin spoke about are not the re-

sult of a failed test but a broken prom-
ise. 

While the Pentagon has much work 
ahead of it to improve its account-
ability, the world does stand still. The 
Defense appropriations bill before the 
Senate makes major investments and 
innovation, and these are critical to 
our servicemembers, their families, 
and to the defense of our Nation. In 
this bill there is $95.1 billion in re-
search and development spending. Re-
member, the total budget is almost 
$700 billion, and $95.1 billion goes for 
R&D. This is the highest level of R&D 
funding in programs in the history of 
the Department of Defense, even when 
adjusted for inflation, and I support it. 

The increases provided by the com-
mittee will include major investments 
in areas that are challenging and prom-
ising at the same time: artificial intel-
ligence, satellite technologies, and 
basic research. In addition, the bill pro-
vides $1.8 billion, just a small propor-
tion of the total budget, and that 
money goes to medical research. That 
is a 5-percent increase over last year’s 
spending. This DOD research is just a 
fraction of what is invested at the Na-
tional Institutes of Health, which I will 
address in a moment, that resulted in 
breakthroughs ranging from breast 
cancer treatments to battlefield med-
ical care. 

Our soldiers, sailors, marines, mem-
bers of the Coast Guard, and airmen 
are surviving in battle because of this 
research at the Department of Defense. 
It is money well spent. 

With all of the valuable investments 
that are included in this bill, I want to 
especially thank Chairman RICHARD 
SHELBY, of Alabama, for all of his work 
on this bill. It has been a real joy to 
work with him. We have disagreed on a 
few things—don’t get me wrong—and I 
am sure we will continue to do so, but 
we have known one another for many 
years. We respect one another, and we 
are determined that this critical bill is 
going to be part of the success report 
that comes out of the Senate as we 
break for the Labor Day recess. 

Chairman SHELBY has been receptive 
to many suggestions and comments, 
and I have tried to do the same when 
he has made some ideas a part of his 
proposal in this bill. I want to com-
mend him for all of his work to get the 
appropriations process on track, not 
just on this bill but on the others as 
well. We stand a real chance in the 
Senate of sending most appropriations 
bills to the President before the end of 
the fiscal year the last day of Sep-
tember—a feat that has not been ac-
complished for the defense budget in 10 
years. 

To Chairman SHELBY’s great credit, 
he understands that moving this De-
fense appropriations bill along also 
means moving other appropriations 
bills with it. While there may be tough 
votes coming up, we have come a long 
way to reestablish regular order in the 
last few months, and I am happy to be 
a part of this bipartisan solution. I 

hope the House will come back soon 
and join us in this effort. We would 
love to see them again. 

Now, let me say a word about the 
other appropriations bill that is part of 
our package on the floor. This bill, the 
Labor-HHS-Education bill, includes 
funding for the National Institutes of 
Health. For the past 6 years, I have 
made this the focal point of my work 
here in the Senate. I don’t take par-
ticular credit for the results, but I have 
done my darndest to encourage my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to 
make this a priority, and I am happy 
to report they have. 

For the fourth year in a row, Con-
gress is on track to provide the Na-
tional Institutes of Health with fund-
ing increases of at least 5 percent in 
real growth—a $2 billion increase in 
this bill. In the fiscal year 2019 Labor, 
Health and Human Services, and Edu-
cation appropriations bill before the 
Senate, we will help to ensure that our 
Nation’s best and brightest medical re-
searchers have the funding they need 
to conduct research on the diseases and 
conditions that impact every single 
American. 

NIH researchers are currently trying 
to develop cures for cancer, to figure 
out developments to delay or prevent 
the threat of Alzheimer’s, and to help 
better those living with heart disease 
or diabetes. 

Between 2010 and 2016, the Food and 
Drug Administration approved 210 new 
drugs in that 6-year period of time for 
treatments in the United States. Every 
single one of these new drugs was de-
veloped with funding by the National 
Institutes of Health. 

I hope, as we move forward to con-
ference with the House on this bill, 
that we can include at least a 5-percent 
funding increase for the Centers for 
Disease Control and Prevention, as 
well as other agencies that allow 
America to literally lead the world in 
medical innovation. 

This bill provides $3.7 billion for the 
prevention and treatment of the 
scourge of opioid addiction. It will help 
our Federal agencies to respond better 
to this ongoing public health chal-
lenge. It includes provisions I re-
quested to help the CDC address the 
toll of violence in the city of Chicago 
and assist with the Legionnaires’ dis-
ease outbreak in Quincy, IL. It rejects 
President Trump’s efforts to slash the 
Federal-Work Study Program and in-
cludes an increase in the maximum 
Pell grant of $100. It includes $5 million 
for the Open Textbooks Pilot Program, 
helping college students across Amer-
ica with the exploding cost of higher 
education. 

It is a good bill, and I want to com-
mend Senator PATTY MURRAY of Wash-
ington, the Democrat, and Senator ROY 
BLUNT of Missouri, the Republican, for 
crafting the bipartisan fiscal year 2019 
Labor, Health and Human Services, 
and Education appropriations bill. I do 
think we should be addressing the sky-
rocketing drug costs that every single 
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American is well aware of. It is some-
thing we all talk about, but the under-
lying bill doesn’t address it. I filed a bi-
partisan amendment with my friend 
and colleague from Iowa, Republican 
Senator CHUCK GRASSLEY, to improve 
price transparency and direct-to-con-
sumer drug advertising. 

If I ask you whether you have seen 
any ads for drugs on television and you 
answer no, then, I know automatically 
that you don’t own a television because 
the average American sees a drug ad-
vertisement about nine times a day. 

Why do the drug companies spend so 
much money advertising on television 
in the United States? Doesn’t every 
other country do the same? No. It 
turns out that the United States and 
New Zealand are the only two coun-
tries that allow pharma, drug compa-
nies, to advertise their products on tel-
evision directly to consumers. 

Why would pharma spend $6 billion a 
year on advertising so many different 
ways for Americans to buy these drugs? 
Because it is profitable. Americans, fi-
nally, after the fifth, sixth, seventh, or 
eighth time they have seen it can not 
only pronounce but even spell Xarelto. 
When they go to the doctor’s office, 
they say: Doctor, maybe I need a little 
different blood thinner; maybe I need 
Xarelto. 

Xarelto turns out to be the brand 
name of a very expensive prescription 
drug. 

What about the drug Humira? How 
many ads have you seen for the drug 
Humira? You can’t escape them. It is 
the most advertised treatment on tele-
vision. Humira was designed to deal 
with rheumatoid arthritis, a very seri-
ous illness that many Americans face. 
Then, they found out that Humira 
might have some value when it comes 
to something called psoriasis. What is 
psoriasis? It is the red patch on my 
elbow. 

They said: You know, you ought to 
consider Humira to deal with psoriasis. 

Here is a Humira ad. Here is the one 
thing they don’t disclose about Humira 
on the ad. It costs $5,500 a month. I 
would like to have perfect skin on my 
elbow—but at a cost of $5,500 per 
month? Would you think twice about 
asking for this drug from your doctor if 
you knew that it was going to cost this 
much? Of course you would. 

Senator GRASSLEY and I have a sim-
ple amendment. The drug companies 
that want to advertise on television 
ought to advertise the price of their 
product or treatment as well. Pharma 
hates this idea like the devil hates holy 
water. The notion of actually dis-
closing what these drugs cost would 
not only give you a jolt—as you hear 
$5,500 a month for Humira—but it 
would also dramatize the increases in 
drug costs that we see happening all of 
the time. 

Senator GRASSLEY and I have an 
amendment before this Senate that is 
going to call for the disclosure of drug 
pricing. Don’t you think the American 
people deserve this information? 

Guess what. Look at the passenger 
side behind the driver’s seat in your 
car. Look at the window. There is a lit-
tle disclosure about exactly what you 
should have to pay for that car. But 
when it comes to paying for prescrip-
tion drugs, pharma doesn’t want to tell 
you. They want you to finally face it at 
the cash register. 

I think Americans have a right to 
know earlier and more about the cost 
of these prescription drugs. Seventy-six 
percent of the American people, inci-
dentally, agree with that position. 

This amendment is bipartisan and is 
supported, incidentally, by 76 percent 
of Americans, the American Associa-
tion of Retired Persons, the American 
Medical Association, and—hold on to 
your hat—President Donald Trump 
supports this provision as well. 

We have an amendment that is bipar-
tisan and is supported by the adminis-
tration, which should be included in 
this bill, which will move us toward 
price disclosure. I think it is overdue. 

We also need to increase the funding 
for the Centers for Disease Control’s 
work on congenital heart disease, the 
most common and deadliest category 
of birth defects. 

I will be filing an amendment to in-
crease the funding for this program 
from $4 million to $7 million—a modest 
amount in a bill of billions of dollars 
but one that would help 2.4 million 
Americans living with congenital heart 
disease. 

STUDENT LOAN DEBT 
Madam President, I also plan to file 2 

amendments to help some of the 44 mil-
lion Americans who are struggling 
with student loan debt by bringing san-
ity to the way student loans are treat-
ed in bankruptcy. 

Unlike most types of debt, student 
loans are extremely difficult—almost 
impossible—to discharge in bank-
ruptcy. Why? There are two reasons. A 
debtor has to meet a high bar of show-
ing ‘‘undue hardship’’ in order to get 
student loans discharged, and the De-
partment of Education pays private 
contracting firms to fight the students 
tooth and nail in court if they try to 
seek a discharge of their student debt 
because of undue hardship. 

My amendments would bar the use of 
Federal funds to pay these contractors 
who contest undue hardship claims in 
bankruptcy court when the claims are 
brought by certain student debtors. 

Listen to the categories of people we 
have included in this amendment, peo-
ple I think would be deserving of dis-
charge of their student debts in bank-
ruptcy court: No. 1, veterans who have 
been deemed unemployable because of 
a service-connected disability; No. 2, 
family caregivers of veterans or of the 
elderly or disabled family members; 
No. 3, people receiving Social Security 
disability whose only income is Social 
Security payments; and No. 4, bor-
rowers who have finished school but 
have spent at least 5 years at a low in-
come of less than $24,000 a year. 

Those are four of the categories of 
people we think deserve a break when 

it comes to student loan debt. I hope 
my colleagues will join me in helping 
disabled veterans and their caregivers 
and the others included in this amend-
ment. 

A second amendment would focus ex-
clusively on disabled veterans and fam-
ily caregivers. 

Finally, I will file two amendments 
to protect students from our Secretary 
of Education, Betsy DeVos. Secretary 
DeVos is planning to repeal or rewrite 
Obama-era borrower defense and gain-
ful employment rules that help stu-
dents and taxpayers avoid being cheat-
ed by for-profit colleges and univer-
sities. 

Do you want to know the story on 
for-profit colleges and universities? 
You need to know only two numbers: 
only 9 percent of all post-secondary 
students attend for-profit schools— 
University of Phoenix, DeVry, and 
similar schools; 9 percent of students 
go to that type of school, yet 33 per-
cent of all student loan defaults are 
from students who attend these for- 
profit schools. Why—9 percent of the 
students, 33 percent of the student loan 
defaults? There are two reasons. No. 1 
is they charge too darn much. They are 
dramatically more expensive than 
other alternative education at the 
higher education level. Secondly, their 
diplomas aren’t worth the paper they 
are written on. These students learn 
after they graduate that they can’t get 
a job to pay back their student loans. 

So I think in this situation Secretary 
DeVos is doing exactly the wrong 
thing. She is not holding these schools 
accountable. She is making it tougher 
for the students who are lured into 
their traps to get relief. I am pleased 
that many of my colleagues have 
joined in this effort. The Secretary of 
Education should not roll back impor-
tant protections for students and tax-
payers, and the Secretary should not 
eliminate Federal student debt relief 
for borrowers defrauded by predatory 
for-profit schools like Corinthian and 
ITT Tech. It is my hope that these 
amendments will be included in the 
final bill. 

Madam President, once again, the 
Senate is considering bipartisan appro-
priations bills. These bills may not in-
clude everything I want or everything 
other Members want. They are good 
compromises, which I plan to support. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Democratic leader is recognized. 
NOMINATION OF BRETT KAVANAUGH 

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, 
today, President Trump’s nominee for 
the Supreme Court will be making the 
rounds in the Senate. I will be meeting 
with him this afternoon. Several mem-
bers of the Judiciary Committee will 
be meeting with him over the course of 
today and the rest of the week, as will 
some other Members. 

I hope he comes prepared to answer 
direct questions about his writings, 
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speeches, opinions, and judicial philos-
ophy. The nominee has weighed in on a 
number of legal issues publicly and in 
his role as a circuit judge. There is lit-
tle reason why he should be unable to 
answer direct questions about his judi-
cial philosophy, his record, and already 
decided cases. 

I also hope that he is willing to shed 
some light in the areas in his record 
that remain opaque. The Senate and 
the public have been able to see only a 
tiny fraction of the nominee’s exten-
sive written record because, unfortu-
nately, the Republican majority con-
tinues to block access to the great bulk 
of these documents. I will ask our Re-
publicans: What are they hiding? 

We did make a little progress last 
night after the Parliamentarian ruled 
that the rules of the Senate allow 
every Senator to see the committee 
documents. Chairman GRASSLEY gra-
ciously agreed that any committee 
member could see them without muss 
or fuss. So we very much appreciate 
that. 

The next Supreme Court Justice, 
whether it is Judge Kavanaugh or not, 
will have immense influence over the 
lives of every American for generations 
to come. Most Americans think this is 
sort of an abstract or political argu-
ment. It is not. 

The actual rulings of Kavanaugh will 
affect just about everyone’s life in 
America in very significant and mate-
rial ways. The next Supreme Court 
Justice may someday determine 
whether the President must comply 
with a duly issued subpoena. The next 
Supreme Court Justice may someday 
soon determine whether Americans 
with preexisting conditions will be able 
to afford healthcare. The next justice 
someday soon may determine just how 
much States can restrict a woman’s 
constitutionally guaranteed right to 
make her own medical decisions, to say 
nothing about labor rights, civil rights, 
voting rights, environmental protec-
tions, and more. 

All of these things, part of the 
wellspring of America, are affected by 
the Supreme Court’s rulings. As we 
know, Judge Kavanaugh will be a cru-
cial vote on just about every one of 
those issues with the 4-to-4 division on 
the court today. 

Judge Kavanaugh, in his meetings 
with Senators today and the days 
ahead, has a responsibility—a responsi-
bility—not to duck, not to hide behind 
false legal shibboleths or say: Oh, I just 
can’t discuss this; a case might come 
before me. He has a responsibility to 
inform the Senate as to his beliefs and 
philosophy so that the Senate can con-
duct its constitutional duty to advise 
and consent. 

HEALTHCARE 
Madam President, on another mat-

ter, it seems that every day we read 
about a new danger to our healthcare 
system caused by President Trump and 
his party in Congress. Only a few days 
ago, it was announced that the court 
case that concerns the constitu-

tionality of protections for Americans 
with preexisting conditions, Texas v. 
United States, will begin on September 
5. 

Remember, President Trump’s Jus-
tice Department has refused to defend 
protections for preexisting conditions 
in court. What an abomination. Just 
about every American has someone in 
their family—many in their immediate 
family—who has an illness. Someone 
might have diabetes. Someone might 
have asthma and, God forbid, some-
thing worse. Those are preexisting con-
ditions. That family will not be able to 
get health insurance. That family risks 
that their present insurance will expire 
and they will not get anything new. 

This administration is trying to take 
away that protection so important to 
so many Americans. That is what is 
happening, so Senators MANCHIN and 
CASEY have introduced a resolution 
asking the Senate legal counsel to step 
in to defend the law since the adminis-
tration will not. I hope we get a vote 
on that resolution soon. I don’t see how 
anyone couldn’t be for it. 

Sadly, the Justice Department’s deci-
sion to abandon protections for pre-
existing conditions is far from the only 
example of President Trump’s repeated 
sabotage of our healthcare system. 
Over and over again, he has tried to 
undo the healthcare Americans have 
without even understanding what he is 
really doing. 

On day one, President Trump issued 
an Executive order aimed at the 
healthcare law. It was the very first 
thing he did. He then proposed legisla-
tion with congressional Republicans to 
repeal the healthcare law, devastate 
Medicaid, and eliminate protections for 
tens of millions of people with pre-
existing conditions. That failed, but 
congressional Republicans managed to 
repeal the coverage requirement in 
their tax bill, of all places, and put 
nothing in its place, causing unneces-
sary premium increases across the 
country. 

Americans know, as their premium 
increases gallop upward, that it is Re-
publicans in the Senate and President 
Trump in the White House who have 
caused this to happen. Now he con-
tinues to do that. He has expanded the 
availability of junk insurance plans 
that bait Americans in with lowest 
rates while providing only the flimsiest 
of coverage. 

Again, if these junk insurance plans 
become the law, the rule, the mode, so 
many people will lose their ability to 
protect themselves when they have 
preexisting conditions. 

These actions by President Trump, 
aided, abetted, and encouraged by con-
gressional Republicans who either 
agreed with him or failed to challenge 
him meaningfully, have had dev-
astating results for so many Ameri-
cans. 

Premiums have risen by double digits 
in a bunch of States, the direct result 
of Republican sabotage. And the insur-
ers themselves—they are the ones who 

have raised the rates, but they say: 
Hey, it is Republicans in the House, 
Senate, and the White House who are 
causing it. Those insurance industries 
don’t tend to favor Democrats, but 
they have to protect themselves and 
their clients. 

Prescription drug costs continue to 
rise. After promising tough action on 
prescription drugs, the President and 
congressional Republicans have hardly 
lifted a finger. The United States is 
now last—dead last—among industri-
alized nations in maternal mortality. 
The United States is the only industri-
alized country in the world with rising 
maternal mortality rates. Despite all 
of our advances in genetics, nutrition, 
and surgery, the United States is get-
ting worse at caring for mothers. We 
should hang our heads in shame about 
that. We should do something about it. 

Come on, Republican colleagues. 
Your voters are no different from our 
voters and independent voters. They 
care about good healthcare at an af-
fordable cost. Please, do something 
about it. Join us. 

But instead of grappling with these 
problems and proposing solutions, 
President Trump and congressional Re-
publicans just launch attack after at-
tack after attack on our healthcare 
system, particularly women’s health. 
That worked in the 2016 campaign be-
cause they said that they had a plan to 
replace it with something better. No 
plan—no plan emerged. And it is not 
working for them now. It is just not 
working for them. 

The American people overwhelm-
ingly prefer Democrats to Republicans 
on healthcare, and healthcare is the 
No. 1 issue in State after State after 
State. So for their own political ben-
efit, Republicans in the Senate and in 
the House ought to wake up—wake 
up—because the old playbook that may 
have worked in 2014 and 2016 when you 
weren’t in charge—it was a Democratic 
President and a Democratic Senate for 
part of that time—ain’t no more. You 
are in charge, and you put nothing in 
its place—nothing. There is just nega-
tivity. 

In poll after poll after poll, the Amer-
ican people say that healthcare is the 
No. 1 issue. They don’t want to go back 
to a time before we offered protections 
for Americans with preexisting condi-
tions. They don’t want to go back to a 
time when insurance companies 
charged women and seniors and older 
Americans more for the same exact 
coverage. They don’t want to go back 
to a time when insurance companies 
could deny maternity care, mental 
health treatment, prescription drug 
coverage, and more, but that is where 
President Trump and our Republican 
colleagues want to take us. I say to all 
those blue-collar folks who voted for 
President Trump: He promised you bet-
ter healthcare. Is he delivering it? Go 
look at your bills. Go look at 
healthcare. If he is not, maybe you will 
help bring some change to Wash-
ington—real change—so that your 
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healthcare costs will be lower and your 
healthcare will improve. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 

I ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

NOMINATION OF BRETT KAVANAUGH 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Madam President, 

the Senate has developed a bad habit. 
That bad habit is treating Presidential 
nominees as innocent until nominated. 
I hope to see better behavior during the 
next few weeks as the Senate begins 
hearings on President Trump’s nomina-
tion of Judge Kavanaugh to be a mem-
ber of the U.S. Supreme Court. Instead 
of treating Judge Kavanaugh as some-
one recently released from San Quentin 
prison, I hope we treat him with dig-
nity and respect so Americans can bet-
ter understand his temperament, his 
intelligence, and his character. That is 
what we should want to know about a 
Presidential nominee for the Supreme 
Court. 

The current rudeness is a recent phe-
nomenon. Historically, Senators have 
recognized that bipartisan approval of 
qualified nominees helps improve the 
esteem of the Court. It confirms its im-
partiality. It strengthens it as an insti-
tution. For example, conservative Jus-
tice Antonin Scalia was confirmed 
unanimously by this body even though 
he was perhaps the most conservative 
Justice on the Court. On the other 
hand, Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg was 
confirmed with only three votes 
against her even though she may argu-
ably be the most liberal Justice on the 
Court. Both were obviously well quali-
fied, of good character, high intel-
ligence, and good demeanor, and there-
fore the Senate—unanimously in one 
case and with only three ‘‘no’’ votes in 
the other case—confirmed the Presi-
dent’s nominees. 

More recently, half the Democratic 
Senators voted to confirm President 
Bush’s nominee Chief Justice John 
Roberts. In 2014, I voted to confirm 
President Obama’s nominee, Sonia 
Sotomayor, not because I agreed with 
her but because I thought she was obvi-
ously well qualified for the position. 

Some Senators insist that Judge 
Kavanaugh should tell them how he 
might decide a case. That reminds me 
of a story from Senator Howard Baker, 
the former majority leader of the U.S. 
Senate, who was a practicing lawyer in 
the mountains. He said he was once be-
fore a mountain judge who told the 
lawyers right before the case: ‘‘Boys, 
just give me a little bit on the law. I 
had a telephone call last night, and I 
pretty well know the facts.’’ Judges 
aren’t supposed to decide a case in ad-
vance. That is why we have judges—to 
create an impartial judicial system. 

Justice Ginsburg said during her con-
firmation that she would give ‘‘no 

hints, no forecasts, no previews’’ of 
what her legal views might be if she 
were to be confirmed. This rule is now 
known as the Ginsburg rule. Justices 
are supposed to follow the law and de-
cide cases when the cases are pre-
sented, not before Justices are con-
firmed or while they are being con-
firmed. 

Of course, a Justice’s opinions and 
decisions can be surprising. That has 
been true throughout the history of the 
Supreme Court. President Franklin D. 
Roosevelt was often surprised by Jus-
tice Felix Frankfurter. Justice Scalia 
once ruled that a government ban on 
flag-burning violated the First Amend-
ment. Scalia also said that ‘‘the judge 
who always likes the results he reaches 
is a bad judge.’’ 

In 2006, I voted for Judge Kavanaugh 
when he was President George W. 
Bush’s nominee for the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia 
Circuit. 

Last month, I attended President 
Trump’s nomination of Judge 
Kavanaugh at the White House. It is 
said that you only get one chance to 
make a first impression, and Judge 
Kavanaugh certainly took advantage of 
his one opportunity that night. 

I was again impressed with Judge 
Kavanaugh when I visited with him in 
my office a few weeks ago. We dis-
cussed federalism, how to strengthen 
the Supreme Court as an institution, 
and other matters. Never once did I ask 
him how he might vote on a particular 
case. 

I will not announce how I will vote 
on his nomination until the hearings 
are complete. Some Democratic Sen-
ators have already announced their op-
position to Judge Kavanaugh. I won-
der, why have a hearing? Why ask for 
more records to examine if you have al-
ready decided how you are going to 
vote? 

During my 8 years as Governor of 
Tennessee, I appointed probably 50 
judges. In doing so, I looked for the 
same qualities I will look for in consid-
ering the nomination of Judge 
Kavanaugh: intelligence, character, 
temperament, respect for the law, and 
respect for those who come before the 
Court. I did not ask one applicant to be 
a Tennessee judge, of that entire 50, 
how he or she might rule on abortion 
or immigration or taxation. And polit-
ical party membership was far down 
my list of considerations when I had 
the job, as the chief executive of a 
State, of appointing judges. 

I hope the Senate will return to the 
practice of inquiring diligently about 
the qualifications of a nominee, about 
intelligence, about character, about 
temperament, and get away from this 
bad habit of treating Presidential 
nominees for the Supreme Court as if 
they had just been released from San 
Quentin and as if they were innocent 
until nominated. 

I thank the President. 
I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEN-
NEDY). The clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3829 
Mr. ENZI. Mr. President, I rise to 

offer an amendment aimed at helping 
to ensure the integrity of the budget 
enforcement process in future years. 
Before I do so, I would like to again ac-
knowledge the hard work the Appro-
priations Committee has put into the 
fiscal year 2019 spending bills. 

We have made significant progress so 
far this year, particularly considering 
that this is the first Labor, Health and 
Human Services, and Education appro-
priations bill to be brought to the Sen-
ate floor for amendment in nearly 11 
years. I commend the committee and 
its leaders for their efforts and the 
spirit of cooperation that has made 
this feat possible. 

As it stands now, this appropriations 
bill is subject to a point of order under 
section 314 of S. Con. Res. 70, the fiscal 
year 2009 budget resolution authored 
by former Democratic Senator and 
Budget Committee chairman Kent Con-
rad. That point of order aims to pre-
vent mandatory spending increases on 
appropriations bills. My amendment 
remedies this violation while main-
taining the proposed increase to the 
maximum award. 

The amendment I am offering relates 
to the budgetary effects of the sub-
stitute amendment’s proposed increase 
to the maximum discretionary Pell 
Grant award for the award year 2019– 
2020. 

If anybody has been able to follow 
that so far, you ought to be on the 
Budget Committee. Now I am going to 
give a lot more detail that will be 
equally as difficult, because it needs to 
be a part of the record to show why we 
need the amendment that I am talking 
about in order to avoid a point of order 
and to get the increase for this year 
that is being requested. 

As former chairman of the HELP 
Committee, I understand how impor-
tant Pell Grants are in making college 
more affordable and accessible, espe-
cially for students from my home State 
of Wyoming. That is why I want to be 
very clear that my amendment would 
not cut Pell Grant funding for the 2019– 
2020 award year or prevent future in-
creases in the maximum annual award. 
My amendment simply deals with how 
we account for such increases in the 
Federal ledger. 

First, a little background may be 
helpful on the Pell Grant program, 
which has one of the most complicated 
funding profiles in the entire Federal 
budget. The Pell Grant program is 
funded by a mix of annual discre-
tionary appropriations, a so-called 
mandatory add-on award, and a perma-
nent mandatory funding stream. My 
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amendment deals with the interaction 
between the discretionary and the 
mandatory add-on funding streams. 

Each year, the Appropriations Com-
mittee includes a provision in the De-
partment of Education spending bill 
specifying the maximum discretionary 
Pell Grant award for the upcoming 
award year. The substitute amendment 
would increase that maximum award 
for the award year 2019–2020 by $100 to 
$5,135. CBO estimates that this change, 
which follows a $175 increase to the 
maximum award provided in fiscal year 
2018, will increase mandatory spending 
on the add-on by $39 million in fiscal 
year 2019. It is pretty complicated. 
There are a lot of dollars, a lot of dif-
ferent places. 

Even though the substitute specifies 
the maximum discretionary award is 
$5,135 for award year 2019–2020, under 
scoring rules—that is how we keep 
track of how much money we are going 
to owe—the CBO has to assume this 
maximum award extends through 2028. 
That means the $39 million annual 
mandatory cost of this provision also 
extends through 2028, giving it a 10- 
year score of $390 million. The sub-
stitute amendment includes an offset 
for the $39 million cost in the first year 
but leaves the remaining $351 million 
in mandatory spending scored to the 
fiscal year 2019 bill unpaid for. Again, 
under scoring rules, once that $350 mil-
lion in estimated future spending is in-
corporated into the baseline, it will not 
be subject to budget enforcement in fu-
ture years and will never need to be 
paid for. That is a problem we face reg-
ularly around here, and this is the 
problem my amendment aims to ad-
dress. 

My amendment would maintain the 
maximum discretionary award for 2019– 
2020 to $5,135, preserving the $100 in-
crease proposed by the Appropriations 
Committee, while it would prevent the 
estimated $351 million increase in esti-
mated future year spending from being 
rolled into the baseline where it could 
escape enforcement or even notice in 
future years. It would require Congress 
to offset future mandatory spending in-
creases just as the substitute amend-
ment would do for the first year. If we 
can do it now, we should be able to do 
it in the future. 

Let me repeat. My amendment would 
not reduce the maximum Pell grant for 
the 2019–2020 award year or prevent fu-
ture increases to the maximum award. 
In fact, it would maintain the proposed 
increase to the maximum Pell grant 
for the 2019–2020 award year. 

Let me repeat. As it now stands, this 
appropriations bill is subject to a point 
of order under section 314 of S. Con. 
Res. 70 of the fiscal year 2009 budget 
resolution, which was authored by 
former Democratic Senator and Budget 
Committee Chairman Kent Conrad and 
passed. That point of order aims to pre-
vent mandatory spending increases on 
appropriations bills. My amendment 
remedies this violation while main-
taining the proposed increase to the 
maximum award. 

This is just a good-government 
amendment, and I urge my colleagues 
to support it. Let’s not be spending 
into the future until we know where 
the money is coming from. Let’s go 
ahead and make the award for this 
year, and let’s find a way to pay for it 
next year. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, this is 
the first time in 11 years that the 
chairman of the Labor, Health and 
Human Services, and Education Sub-
committee has had a chance to stand 
on the floor and present a bill. It is a 
subcommittee that I am honored to 
chair. As a subcommittee member, I 
am honored to get to serve on that 
committee with the Presiding Officer. 
It is a subcommittee that is led on the 
other side by Senator MURRAY from 
Washington, the ranking member on 
this committee. 

This is not a bill that either Senator 
MURRAY nor I would have drafted on 
our own, but our job was not to draft a 
bill that I thought was the perfect bill 
for me to vote for or the perfect way 
for all of these agencies to be run. 
There is a reason that this bill has not 
been on the floor in 11 years. It is big. 
It is complex. It can be contentious. 
But Senator SHELBY, the chairman of 
the full committee, and Senator 
LEAHY, the lead Democrat on the full 
committee, have made an incredible, 
good-faith effort to come to the floor 
with a bill that focuses on how we 
spend the money. 

There is not much new in this bill 
about all of the things we could try to 
determine about social policy and 
about issues that all of us feel strongly 
about, but there are other committees 
whose principal job is to do that. Our 
committee’s principal job is to decide 
how we establish the priorities for the 
country and how we spend the money. 

Senator MCCONNELL and Senator 
SCHUMER have also both had to agree 
that if we are going to get these appro-
priations bills on the floor, if we are 
going to have all of the Members of the 
Senate—for the first time, in the case 
of this bill—get a chance to debate this 
bill for the first time in 11 years, that 
is not going to happen if we try to have 
a big authorizing bill and a big appro-
priating bill all wrapped into one. 

I see the ranking member has come 
to the floor right after I praised him 
and Senator SHELBY for the unique 
leadership they have had that has al-
lowed us to get this bill on the floor. 

This bill deals with everything from 
medical research to home energy as-
sistance, to employment opportunities, 
training programs, and Pell grants for 

people who are trying to go to college 
who don’t have the resources that 
would allow them to do that otherwise. 
It is the largest of the nondefense dis-
cretionary bills. About 30 percent of all 
of the nondefense spending is in this 
one bill. 

We take that bill and add it to the 
defense spending bill, and suddenly we 
are looking at roughly 62 percent of all 
of the spending of the Federal Govern-
ment. That still sounds like a pretty 
big bill, but it is the first time in the 
case of the Labor, Health, Human Serv-
ices, and Education Subcommittee— 
and then we have that unique add-on, 
‘‘and Related Agencies,’’ just to get the 
footprint even a little bigger—in over a 
decade that Members have been able to 
come to the floor and say: No, we 
would like you to spend the money 
here rather than here. 

By the way, as the Presiding Officer 
understands, to do that, that Member 
also has to say: Here is where we are 
going to take the money from to pay 
for it. 

So it is not just on the floor and you 
get to make up all of the spending you 
want to that those of us on the appro-
priating committee didn’t have a 
chance to do. There is still a finite 
amount of money. 

So for the Presiding Officer’s amend-
ment, the Kennedy amendment, which 
will be offered right after we finish this 
morning’s discussion and go to votes, 
he had to come up with an amount of 
money to pay for that. 

I am fully supportive of the amend-
ment that he and Senator REED came 
up with to deal with the pressing issue 
of suicide prevention and the dis-
turbing suicide rates. In my State of 
Missouri, suicide rates have increased 
by 36 percent above where they were in 
the year 2000—a 36-percent increase. 
Too many of those are our veterans. 
Too many of those are people who 
serve on the frontlines of homeland se-
curity, police, and veterans. All of that 
is something we need to look at. Here 
is the Presiding Officer’s opportunity, 
which he took, to say: No, I think there 
is a better way to spend some of this 
money than how the committee spends 
it. That is what we missed for the last 
11 years, when 69 of the Senators didn’t 
have any say as to what the 31 of us 
who serve on the Appropriations Com-
mittee need to debate and talk about. 

So we now bring this bill to the floor. 
There were 6,164 ideas that came to 
Senator MURRAY and me—6,164 Member 
requests of ideas as to how this could 
be the best possible bill. I think most 
of those are reflected in what we did. 

In this bill, we talk about fighting 
the opioid epidemic. We talk about pro-
moting college affordability, strength-
ening the workforce, and having people 
better prepared for the jobs that are 
out there to be filled than they would 
otherwise see. 

Now, both sides would approach 
drafting this bill differently. We would 
both start out with some significantly 
different sets of priorities. We have 
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been able to reach an agreement that 
neither of us would have drafted on our 
own, but that is not the job that we 
were given. We have been able to 
present a bipartisan bill to the full 
committee and have that bill referred 
out of the full committee with 30 ‘‘yes’’ 
votes and 1 ‘‘no’’ vote, and now we are 
bringing that bill to the Senate floor. 

It represents a compromise on both 
sides. It represents taking a step back 
on issues that authorize on both sides, 
which we can deal with at a later time. 
I certainly appreciate not just the lead-
ership of Senator LEAHY and the lead-
ership of Senator SHELBY but also the 
leadership of Senator MURRAY in help-
ing to determine what those priorities 
would be and should be. 

I see Senator LEAHY is standing on 
the floor, and I am glad to yield to him 
for a comment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I just 
wanted to applaud what the Senator 
from Missouri just said. He has had a 
lot of experience in the other body and 
here in the Senate. He and I have been 
here since a time when we actually 
voted on these bills and got them done. 

I note that he has been a tremendous 
help in getting us this far. For Senator 
MURRAY, because of a very necessary 
absence, I will manage her part of this 
bill when it is up. She has worked very 
hard on it. As the Senator from Mis-
souri just said, regarding the vote we 
had in the Appropriations Committee, 
keep in mind that appropriations goes 
across the political spectrum of both 
parties, and we reported this bill out of 
the committee with broad bipartisan 
support. I commend Senator SHELBY 
too. 

We are opposed to authorizing legis-
lation on the right or the left, unless 
there is total agreement with every-
body, because we want to get these 
bills done. We still have to go to con-
ference with the House when they come 
back in a few weeks. We want to have 
a solid vote here. 

So I thank the Senator from Missouri 
for the work he has done. We are get-
ting somewhere, and as someone who 
has been here for a long time, I am 
rather happy to see that. 

I yield the floor. 
I thank the Senator for yielding. 
Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I thank 

the Senator from Vermont for his lead-
ership. Again, this is the first time in 
over a decade for the 69 people who 
aren’t on the Appropriations Com-
mittee to get to come to the floor and 
offer amendments and think about 
what this bill does. 

Let’s talk about some of the things it 
does. We worked really hard over the 
last 4 years to do the kinds of things 
we ought to do in healthcare research. 
This bill, for the first time, reaches a 
long-held goal of the national plan to 
address Alzheimer’s disease, of getting 
those annual research dollars up over 
$2 billion—in fact, $2.34 billion, exceed-
ing what had been a long-term goal. 

The goal should not be how much 
money we spend. It should be finding a 
way to solve this problem. This is a 
significant increase over last year. It 
quadruples where we were 4 years ago. 
We spent 277 billion tax dollars a year 
on Alzheimer’s and dementia-related 
care. A lot more private money is spent 
than that—three times that amount in 
private money—and there is lost work 
as caregivers step back to help people 
with these terrible diseases of demen-
tia and Alzheimer’s. But here is $277 
billion. So this bill does about 1 per-
cent of that in research to try to solve 
a problem that taxpayers are over-
whelmed by. It is a problem that by 
2050, if we don’t find a solution, we will 
be spending about twice today’s de-
fense budget on Alzheimer’s care, twice 
today’s defense budget—$1.1 trillion of 
today’s dollars being spent on Alz-
heimer’s care if we don’t do what we 
need to. This is the only leading cause 
of death that doesn’t have a treatment, 
doesn’t have a cure, doesn’t have a way 
to prevent it, and, obviously, the right 
kind of discovery, the right kind of 
medical advancement that can change 
the lives of millions of American fami-
lies now and in the future if we do this. 

I am pleased to see we are making 
that investment. I am also pleased to 
see that after a 12-year period, when 
there wasn’t any increase in healthcare 
research spending at all, we continue 
to find money, in many cases by elimi-
nating programs that weren’t working, 
to where we had a 30-percent increase 
in NIH funding over the last 4 years. 
What a 4 years to be doing that—under-
standing the things we know now about 
the human genome, understanding how 
each of us is different than all the rest 
of us and that, in fact, each of us has a 
different capacity to fight disease than 
any other person does. If you can figure 
out how to maximize that, such as 
things like immunotherapy in cancer, 
where many cancers that 5 years ago 
were largely untreatable—and if they 
were treatable, they were treatable 
with radiation and chemotherapy—are 
now treatable by just simply figuring 
out how, in your own system, you can 
maximize your ability to fight back. 
That is the NIH healthcare research 
kind of victory we need to now con-
tinue to find out why it works on some 
cancers and why it doesn’t work on 
others. 

This kind of research and commit-
ment to NIH not only helps individuals 
and helps families but, frankly, at a 
time when healthcare is dramatically 
changing, has the ability to help our 
economy. The economy that figures 
out new ways to be in this healthcare 
fight is also going to be the economy 
that has the job opportunities and the 
transformational opportunities to be 
part of that. 

Not only are we looking at 
healthcare research, but we are also 
looking at research as it relates to the 
opioid epidemic. The opioid cost to the 
economy is now anticipated to be 
about $500 billion a year in lost work 

time and other costs related to the 
opioid epidemic. 

This bill provides a significant, tar-
geted opioid funding. This is the fourth 
year in a row we have increased our 
funding. Again, this is only the second 
time we have had any more money to 
do it with. We have had to look at pro-
grams that weren’t working and cut, 
reduce, and combine those programs to 
fight back on the opioid epidemic, 
which is now, and for a couple of years 
has been, the No. 1 cause of accidental 
death in the United States. It is the 
No. 1 accidental cause of death in my 
State of Missouri. The 73,000 people 
who died last year with overdoses ex-
ceed the number of people who died in 
car accidents, which for decades had 
been the No. 1 cause of accidental 
deaths until opioids replaced it. 

We have $1.5 billion available for 
State opioid response grants. Under-
standing that every State is different, 
and frankly the more things we try to 
do in different ways, the more likely 
we are to find the things that work. We 
have that. 

There is more money for community 
health centers to expand behavioral 
health and substance abuse disorder 
services. There is an increase in the 
ability to improve surveillance and 
prevention efforts in the illicit drug 
space or the drug abuse space, more 
money to research pain management. 
Part of the NIH money, at half a bil-
lion dollars, is designed to find more 
ways to research for better pain man-
agement and better ways to, if you 
have become addicted to drugs and 
opioids specifically, end that addiction 
in an effective way. There is more 
money for the hardest hit rural com-
munities. Some of our Members have 
advocated strongly for a drug problem 
that is more of a rural drug problem on 
a per capita basis than it is an urban 
drug problem. 

There is more money for children and 
families who are put at risk by opioids. 
I saw a news report just this week fo-
cusing on kids being raised by their 
grandparents because their parents 
wound up with an opioid addiction 
problem that drove their life in a way 
their children were not only in danger 
and ignored but had to go somewhere 
else. 

This bill prioritizes education pro-
grams through a student’s life, focus-
ing on programs that provide the most 
flexibility for States and communities 
that meet the needs of families, chil-
dren, and their workforce in their 
State. 

There are increases for Head Start, 
increases for title I support for low-in-
come schools to help them meet aca-
demic challenges. There is more money 
to meet the goal the Federal Govern-
ment set decades ago, where individ-
uals with disabilities are assisted with-
in the school context, as the Federal 
Government determined they had to 
be, but the Federal Government has 
been wanting and coming up with the 
money that was committed to do that 
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decades ago. We continue to make 
steps in the right direction there, and I 
think there are substantial steps in 
this bill. 

There is flexible spending so schools 
can look at more science, math, and 
STEM education, more computer 
science education, and more ability for 
schools to take some of their funds and 
look at school safety. Nobody wants to 
see kids go to school in an environment 
that is not as safe as we can possibly 
make it. This allows more flexibility 
for local administrators and local 
school boards to decide how they are 
going to meet that school safety need. 

We looked at impact aid, charter 
schools, and programs that create both 
competition and fairness in a way I 
think people we work for will like. 

This bill maintains the significant 
investments made last year on college 
access. The best way to minimize col-
lege debt is to get done, finish. Year- 
round Pell is something we returned to 
after several years of having only the 
normal traditional school year Pell. 
Year-round Pell is maintained in this 
as part of our Federal commitment to 
have people going to school. If you are 
an adult going back to school, if you 
are somebody who is a first-time col-
lege attender in your family, if, for 
whatever reason, you are paying for 
your own school, the most likely way 
to get done is don’t interrupt a pattern 
that is working. This bill allows that 
to continue. 

We also do things that I think better 
prepare our workforce for the work-
place. It is a bill to look forward to 
working with Members to see how it 
can be improved, just like the amend-
ment we will be voting on soon that 
deals with suicide prevention in ways 
Senator KENNEDY and Senator REED 
have suggested, and I support. 

With that, I will conclude my re-
marks. 

I ask unanimous consent that there 
be 2 minutes of debate, equally divided 
in the usual form, prior to the vote on 
the Kennedy amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CRUZ). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. BLUNT. I yield the floor. 
VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 3773 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the question is on 
agreeing to the amendment No. 3773. 

Mr. BLUNT. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN) and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Washington (Mrs. MUR-
RAY), the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ), and the Senator from New 

Mexico (Mr. UDALL) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 95, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 188 Leg.] 
YEAS—95 

Alexander 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Boozman 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Feinstein 
Fischer 

Flake 
Gardner 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Harris 
Hassan 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Leahy 
Lee 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Moran 

Murkowski 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Paul 
Perdue 
Peters 
Portman 
Reed 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Sasse 
Schumer 
Scott 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 
Young 

NOT VOTING—5 

McCain 
Murray 

Schatz 
Toomey 

Udall 

The amendment (No. 3733) was agreed 
to. 

VOTE ON AMENDMENT NO. 3703 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There 

will now be 2 minutes of debate, equal-
ly divided, prior to the vote. 

The Senator from Louisiana. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, my 

amendment No. 3703 is pretty straight-
forward. It would increase funding for 
the National Suicide Prevention Life-
line by an additional $2.8 million. 

It is a bipartisan amendment. It is 
fully offset. It is not adding money to 
the budget. I think it will do a great 
deal to make sure that anyone battling 
depression knows there is someone out 
there who is listening. Our National 
Suicide Prevention Hotline, as you 
know, supports the national network of 
local crisis centers. To date, they have 
answered more than 10 million calls 
from people in distress, and they esti-
mate that over the next 4 years, they 
will take 12 million calls. We 
underfund them. It is embarrassing 
how much we underfund them. 

Again, this will add an additional $2.8 
million to their budget, and it is fully 
offset. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Who 
yields time in opposition? 

Mr. REED. I yield back. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 

objection, it is so ordered. 
All time is yielded back. 
Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, I ask 

for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 

sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Under the previous order, the ques-
tion now occurs on amendment No. 
3703. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

called the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Arizona (Mr. MCCAIN) and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
TOOMEY). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from Washington (Mrs. MUR-
RAY), the Senator from Hawaii (Mr. 
SCHATZ), and the Senator from New 
Mexico (Mr. UDALL) are necessarily ab-
sent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 95, 
nays 0, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 189 Leg.] 

YEAS—95 

Alexander 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Boozman 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Feinstein 
Fischer 

Flake 
Gardner 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Harris 
Hassan 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Jones 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Leahy 
Lee 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Moran 

Murkowski 
Murphy 
Nelson 
Paul 
Perdue 
Peters 
Portman 
Reed 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Sasse 
Schumer 
Scott 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Tillis 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Warren 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 
Young 

NOT VOTING—5 

McCain 
Murray 

Schatz 
Toomey 

Udall 

The amendment (No. 3703) was agreed 
to. 

f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2:15 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 1:14 p.m., 
recessed until 2:15 p.m. and reassem-
bled when called to order by the Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. PORTMAN). 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE AP-
PROPRIATIONS ACT, 2019—Contin-
ued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Idaho. 
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NOMINATION OF BRETT KAVANAUGH 

Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, I rise to 
speak about the President’s nomina-
tion of appellate judge Brett 
Kavanaugh to serve as an Associate 
Justice of the U.S. Supreme Court. On 
July 9, President Trump announced his 
selection of Judge Kavanaugh to be the 
114th Justice in our Nation’s proud his-
tory. 

For a practicing lawyer, serving on 
our highest Court is the pinnacle of 
achievement, and nomination to the 
Bench is testament to a distinguished 
legal career. When we imagine a Su-
preme Court Justice, we think of re-
spected jurists, well-steeped in legal 
questions, rigorous in attention to de-
tail, respectful of traditions, faithful to 
the law, awed by the recognition of the 
proud and profound responsibility 
wielded, and fair to all involved. Our 
legal system requires it, and the Amer-
ican people value it among their high-
est ideals of government. 

Throughout our history, the central 
tension of our Republic can be defined 
as the exercise of government power 
versus liberty. Each expands at the ex-
pense of the other. Finding a way for 
both central authority and individual 
freedom to coexist and support each 
other remains our biggest challenge 
and will remain so long into the future. 

To preserve the limits on an ever-ex-
panding Federal Government, our 
Founding Fathers conceived of a sys-
tem of interlocking powers that sup-
port each other but serve as a nec-
essary restraint against tyrannical be-
havior of any. We all know it as the 
principle of separation of powers, with 
each of the three branches acting as a 
check on the others. 

The Constitution’s appointments 
clause defines one of the most con-
sequential duties of our Federal Gov-
ernment, and it illustrates the working 
application of the checks and balances 
dynamic. 

Article II, section 2, clause 2 of the 
Constitution provides that the Presi-
dent ‘‘shall nominate, and by and with 
the Advice and Consent of the Senate, 
shall appoint Ambassadors, other pub-
lic Ministers and Consuls, Judges of 
the Supreme Court’’ and others. This 
provision interlocks the executive 
branch with the legislature. Neither 
can succeed without the other. At its 
best, this is a partnership functioning 
well. At its worst, either side can deny 
the other’s success. 

One popular but misguided criticism 
made of Judge Kavanaugh centers 
around his academic study of the sepa-
ration of powers in our Federal system. 
In one scholarly writing, he explores 
the legal structures of our government 
and the dangers presented by over-po-
liticizing the relationship between the 
branches. He describes the enormous 
challenges faced by President Clinton 
and President Bush in carrying out 
their constitutional duties while polit-
ical difficulties swirled about them and 
the impact that had on the efficient ad-
ministration of government. 

Much hyperbole has been spoken 
about Judge Kavanaugh’s keen obser-
vations. Whether you find yourself on 
the political right or the left, few 
would dispute his central point—that a 
government system rendered inoper-
ative benefits no one. To quote Alex-
ander Hamilton in Federalist Paper No. 
70, ‘‘A feeble Executive implies a feeble 
execution of the government.’’ Judge 
Kavanaugh offers a number of options 
for the political branches of govern-
ment to explore and points out the pros 
and cons of them. The opposite view 
held by Judge Kavanaugh’s critics is, 
then, by extension, the status quo of 
Washington’s dysfunction. 

As a jurist, in his legal opinions, 
Judge Kavanaugh has consistently 
demonstrated a willingness to reign in 
both Congress and the Executive when 
they overstep their constitutional 
bounds. In a town where acquiring 
power seems ingrained, having a judge 
committed to preserving the constitu-
tional function of each branch cannot 
be overstated. Yet some would have 
you believe that Judge Kavanaugh’s 
understanding of the proper operation 
of our system of government is a 
threat to the very Republic and dis-
qualifying to serve on our highest 
Court. I disagree. His analysis is in-
sightful and should be eagerly em-
braced by civic students throughout 
the country. 

In the weeks since President Trump 
nominated Judge Kavanaugh for the 
Court, special interests have kicked 
into overdrive, peddling one imagined 
conspiracy after another. Variously, I 
have heard people suggest that Judge 
Kavanaugh is a threat to the people of 
every race, creed, gender, and age. 
Some have even unleashed prophecies 
of biblical gloom and doom awaiting 
the confirmation of a Justice 
Kavanaugh. Still others have called on 
opponents of Judge Kavanaugh’s to use 
every possible tool to stop his con-
firmation, including the extreme step 
of shutting down the government 
should things not go their way. So, fac-
ing a nominee with impeccable creden-
tials, opponents must imagine a 
boogeyman. Fortunately, people see 
past those attacks because they are the 
same attacks they lobbed when Presi-
dent Bush nominated Justice Souter 
and when President Reagan nominated 
Justice Kennedy. 

Failing at that, some opponents of 
Judge Kavanaugh’s are hoping to de-
mand an endless stream of documents 
to delay confirmation proceedings in-
definitely. These opponents claim that 
the process is unfair and lacks trans-
parency, when in reality the opposite is 
true. 

As Chairman GRASSLEY of the Judici-
ary Committee so eloquently pointed 
out at a recent Senate Judiciary meet-
ing, none of these criticisms hold any 
weight. 

There will have been 57 days between 
the announcement of Judge 
Kavanaugh’s nomination and the date 
of his confirmation hearing—a longer 

period than Senators had for Justices 
Sotomayor, Kagan, and Gorsuch. Judge 
Kavanaugh has submitted more than 
17,000 pages with his bipartisan Judici-
ary Committee questionnaire, which is 
the most extensive questionnaire ever 
sent a nominee. The committee has 
also received hundreds of thousands of 
pages of documents from Judge 
Kavanaugh’s service in the executive 
branch. This, too, is already more than 
any Supreme Court nominee before 
him, and documents are continuing to 
be sent to the committee for review. 
Chairman GRASSLEY is working tire-
lessly to make the vast majority pub-
licly available as quickly as possible, 
and I appreciate and applaud his trans-
parency. 

I recognize the politics and the pur-
pose behind these creative but mis-
guided attacks, and so does the Amer-
ican public. 

Judge Kavanaugh’s experience and 
legal background are not in dispute. 
His readiness for the Supreme Court is 
not contested. His law clerks vouch for 
him. Lawyers who argue before him 
commend him for his judgment, his 
fairness, and his temperament. His 
peers admire and respect his intellect 
and draw regularly from his opinions. 
In short, he is a judge’s judge. In fact, 
nearly every one of his former clerks 
signed a letter extolling the qualifica-
tions that he has, his virtues, and his 
temperament. So widespread was the 
support of their former mentor that 
only those who were prohibited by 
their employer from signing were left 
off. 

Newspaper editorial boards from 
across the country have endorsed his 
nomination. Here are just some of the 
dozens of glowing testimonials about 
Judge Kavanaugh: 

The Wall Street Journal: 
Judge Kavanaugh has an exemplary record 

that suggests he will help to restore the Su-
preme Court to its proper, more modest role 
in American politics and society. . . . He has 
the experience and intellect to be a leader on 
the Court, not merely a predictable vote on 
this or that issue. 

The Detroit News: 
Brett Kavanaugh’s credentials, his com-

mitment to judicial independence, his unas-
sailable character, his record as a judge dedi-
cated to the Constitution and his likability 
should overwhelm the Senate skeptics who 
will be tempted to oppose him simply be-
cause he was appointed by Trump. 

The Richmond Times-Dispatch: 
If one were to create an ideal resume for 

the position of Supreme Court justice, it 
would not look terribly different from Brett 
Michael Kavanaugh’s curriculum vitae. 
President Trump’s nominee to replace Jus-
tice Anthony Kennedy is more than qualified 
for the job. . . . Indeed, Kavanaugh’s quali-
fications are impeccable—unfortunately, 
that won’t stop him from being lambasted by 
the opposition on the left concerned about 
his conservative values. 

The Las Vegas Review-Journal: 
Judge Kavanaugh is imminently accom-

plished. . . . Judge Kavanaugh is firmly in 
the judicial mainstream, although Demo-
crats will no doubt try to twist him into a 
rabid, dangerous extremist. He is, in fact, a 
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constitutionalist who believes that judges 
should follow the nation’s founding docu-
ment rather than interpret law to achieve 
desired ends. 

The Lowell Sun in Massachusetts: 
What Democrats cannot question is Brett 

Kavanaugh’s credentials. . . . After all the 
drama and histrionics, sensible Democrats 
should put politics aside and vote to make 
him the ninth member of the Supreme Court. 

Judge Kavanaugh is one of the most 
qualified nominees ever for the Su-
preme Court. He has been nominated to 
succeed Justice Kennedy, a man for 
whom he once clerked and called a 
‘‘mentor.’’ With over 300 authored opin-
ions and 12 years of service on the 
bench, he is a judge with a clear record 
demonstrating that he applies the law 
as written and enforces the Constitu-
tion. He values precedent and wrote, 
along with Justice Gorsuch and others, 
‘‘The Law of Judicial Precedent,’’ a 
scholarly piece on the importance of 
stare decisis. 

Many critics argue that a Justice 
Kavanaugh would likely be the key to 
unlocking any number of Supreme 
Court precedents. I wonder, though, 
how many have actually read this book 
and understand that he is someone who 
has given exhaustive and weighty con-
sideration to important legal ques-
tions. But we should take him at his 
own words: 

The judge’s job is to interpret the law, not 
to make the law or make policy. So read the 
words of the statute as written. Read the 
text of the Constitution as written, mindful 
of history and tradition. Don’t make up new 
constitutional rights that are not in the text 
of the Constitution. Don’t shy away from en-
forcing constitutional rights that are in the 
text of the Constitution. 

Judge Kavanaugh is a respected ju-
rist with a sterling reputation for in-
tellectual rigor and attention to legal 
detail. He understands the proper role 
of a judge in our legal system—to fair-
ly interpret the law, not create it. He 
thinks deeply about the legal questions 
before him and strives to build con-
sensus on the court. 

As stated by his former law clerks, 
‘‘Judge Kavanaugh never assumes he 
knows the answers in advance and 
never takes for granted that his view of 
the law will prevail.’’ He actively solic-
its views from all sides of the argu-
ment—all the better to form a lasting 
and well-reasoned opinion. 

I look forward to the Senate Judici-
ary Committee’s upcoming hearings, 
when the public can hear directly from 
Judge Kavanaugh, in his own words, 
the proper role of a judge in our legal 
system. I am confident Judge 
Kavanaugh will demonstrate the rig-
orous intellect, the fealty to law, and 
the judicial temperament that have 
long defined his career on the bench. 

Thank you. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Indiana. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about Judge 
Kavanaugh, President Trump’s second 
nominee to serve on the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

Judge Kavanaugh’s qualifications are 
undeniable. He has proven over the last 
12 years on the U.S. Court of Appeals 
for the D.C. Circuit that he is well 
qualified for this next step in his ca-
reer. 

I had the opportunity to sit down 
with Judge Kavanaugh in my office 
just last month. He struck me as a man 
of great character and integrity. He an-
swered questions directly. He spoke 
forthrightly. He demonstrated, at once, 
a strong intellect and a deep humility. 
He had a wide-ranging conversation 
with me on issues that are important 
to the people in my home State of Indi-
ana, including his approach to faith-
fully interpreting the Constitution of 
the United States. 

As a D.C. Circuit judge, he has car-
ried out his duties faithfully and con-
sistently. He has shown by the record 
that he understands that the judge’s 
role is to apply the law as it is written; 
it is not to impose his own policy pref-
erences. He is what you might call a 
textualist when interpreting statutes, 
meaning he adheres strictly to the law 
as it is written. He is an originalist as 
well, meaning he carefully reviews the 
history of our Framers when inter-
preting the Constitution. This is an ap-
proach he frequently lectures and 
writes about as a guest lecturer at Har-
vard and other top law schools, includ-
ing Notre Dame Law School back home 
in Indiana where he gave a guest lec-
ture on his jurisprudential approach in 
February of 2017. It is also worth not-
ing, it was Supreme Court Justice 
Elena Kagan who hired Judge 
Kavanaugh to teach at Harvard when 
she was the Harvard Law School dean. 
Justice Kagan clearly thought highly 
of the Judge’s reputation and creden-
tials—so highly, in fact, that she hired 
him to help shape the minds of Harvard 
Law School students. 

In his writing, Judge Kavanaugh re-
minds us that federalism and the sepa-
ration of powers ‘‘are not mere matters 
of etiquette or architecture, but are es-
sential to protecting individual lib-
erty.’’ 

Judge Kavanaugh has also exhibited 
a willingness to rein in administrative 
agencies when they exceed their au-
thority under the law. He has consist-
ently held that international laws do 
not govern national security matters if 
Congress has not adopted them as do-
mestic law. 

After carefully reviewing Judge 
Kavanaugh’s record, I am confident he 
will be faithful to the Constitution and 
preserve the integrity of the Supreme 
Court. 

I have to say, Judge Kavanaugh is 
more than just a highly respected ju-

rist. He is more than an eminently 
qualified legal scholar and a mind that 
is well suited for the Supreme Court. 
He is also a father, a husband, a coach 
to his two daughters’ basketball team, 
and a man of impeccable character. 

Earlier this month, a group of more 
than 30 parents sent a letter to the 
Senate Judiciary Committee praising 
Judge Kavanaugh’s character. The 
judge’s two daughters are students at 
Blessed Sacrament School in Wash-
ington, DC, and the judge is the girls’ 
basketball coach. The parents wrote: 
‘‘Brett Kavanaugh has been a devoted 
coach and mentor to our daughters.’’ 

They continued: ‘‘In addition to his 
long list of professional and academic 
accomplishments—we hope that the 
Committee will also consider Brett 
Kavanaugh’s contributions as a volun-
teer youth basketball coach—and the 
service, selflessness, dedication, and 
commitment his coaching exhibits.’’ 

In 2 weeks, the Senate Judiciary 
Committee will begin its confirmation 
hearing for Judge Kavanaugh. He is 
one of the most qualified nominees to 
ever come before the U.S. Senate, and 
when all is said and done, the Judiciary 
Committee will have reviewed more 
records than ever before for a Supreme 
Court nominee. 

The importance of protecting indi-
vidual liberty cannot be overstated. I 
am pleased we are considering the 
nomination of someone who, by word 
and deed, has committed himself to 
preserving freedom. 

I look forward to watching Judge 
Kavanaugh’s confirmation hearing, and 
after conducting a thorough and objec-
tive review of his nomination, I am 
confident Judge Kavanaugh will be an 
excellent addition to our Nation’s high-
est Court. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Illinois. 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, I note 

my colleagues have come before me to 
discuss the nomination of Brett 
Kavanaugh to fill the vacancy on the 
U.S. Supreme Court after the retire-
ment of Justice Kennedy. 

I checked, just to make sure I under-
stood the section of the Constitution. 
It is article II, relative to the Presi-
dent’s powers, which talks about the 
power of the President to fill that va-
cancy on the Supreme Court, subject to 
the advice and consent of the U.S. Sen-
ate. One hundred U.S. Senators ulti-
mately have the last word on any 
nominee. I am fortunate to serve on 
the Senate Judiciary Committee, 
where we get the first chance to review 
any nominee and take a look at their 
background and vote as a committee 
before the matter is brought to the 
floor of the U.S. Senate. 

I have listened to my colleagues who 
support Judge Kavanaugh ascending to 
the bench and to a lifetime appoint-
ment to the highest Court of the land. 
I am troubled by one particular aspect 
of this nomination. It is different than 
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any nomination to the Supreme Court 
in the history of the United States in 
this respect: This President made it 
clear that any person who wanted to be 
eligible for the U.S. Supreme Court 
needed to pass a clearance by two orga-
nizations. One is called the Federalist 
Society and the other is the Heritage 
Foundation. Both of these are conserv-
ative organizations which reviewed all 
of the potential Supreme Court nomi-
nees and produced a list of 20 or more 
men and women who would be eligible 
for the Supreme Court by their judg-
ment. 

Is their judgment important? I will 
point to one fact in history which illus-
trates. When Neil Gorsuch was consid-
ered by President Trump to serve on 
the Supreme Court and fill the vacancy 
of Antonin Scalia, he was not notified 
by the White House. The White House 
called the Federalist Society head, 
Leonard Leo, and asked him to call Mr. 
Gorsuch and tell him the good news. So 
to say that the Federalist Society and 
the Heritage Foundation played a crit-
ical role in the selection of a nominee 
is an understatement. If you don’t 
clear their background test, their lit-
mus test, you cannot be considered by 
the Trump administration for the Su-
preme Court. 

That is offensive to me. We don’t see 
any reference to the Federalist Society 
or the Heritage Foundation in the U.S. 
Constitution. There is a clear reference 
to a President elected by the people of 
the United States, but to give to any 
special interest group, right, left or 
center, that kind of authority is way 
beyond what our Founding Fathers 
imagined would be this process for se-
lecting someone for the Supreme 
Court. 

Then it gets even more complicated. 
Before we consider a nominee for the 
Supreme Court, we have to carefully 
review their records. It takes time. Lit-
erally, scores of lawyers sit down and 
go through the published opinions and 
speeches and other documents which 
evidence a person’s background, and 
when it comes to Brett Kavanaugh, it 
is an extensive background. He has had 
a role at the highest levels of the Fed-
eral Government for years: Ken Starr’s 
Office of Independent Counsel, the 
Bush v. Gore lawsuit that went down to 
the State of Florida and beyond. 

The cases he was involved in as a 
member of the court are pretty obvious 
and published, but many of his other 
activities—particularly in the White 
House when he served as Staff Sec-
retary to the President of the United 
States—were extensive. For a 3-year 
period of time, for 35 months, he was 
the gatekeeper in the White House as 
to the documentation the President 
would receive and read. It involved a 
pretty massive amount of time and 
documentation on all of the major 
issues facing the Presidency for almost 
3 years. Should we take a look at it? Is 
it worth our investigation and inquiry 
into what Mr. Kavanaugh said and did 
during those years? 

Well, there was a time here when Re-
publicans thought it was not only im-
portant but essential when it came to a 
nominee named Elena Kagan. Elena 
Kagan had never served on the Federal 
judiciary. She was nominated by Presi-
dent Obama. At the time, the ranking 
Republican on the Senate Judiciary 
Committee, Jeff Sessions of Alabama, 
insisted on the full documentation of 
her role in the White House, and the 
Democratic Senator, PATRICK LEAHY of 
Vermont, joined him in making that 
request. As a result, 170,000 pages of 
documents were produced because of 
the request made by Senator Sessions 
and Senator LEAHY. It was a bipartisan 
request. It established a standard. 

The same standard was applied for 
Democratic nominee Sonia Sotomayor. 
Documentation had to be presented to 
the committee and carefully reviewed 
before there was a vote on whether 
that person would serve in a lifetime 
appointment to the highest Court in 
the land. 

Most of us assumed, at that point, 
that it was a settled practice in the 
U.S. Senate Judiciary Committee when 
it came to the documentary proof we 
would ask for when nominees came be-
fore us for the Supreme Court. We 
thought that, but we were wrong be-
cause when the Republicans took con-
trol, everything changed. It changed, of 
course, with Antonin Scalia’s vacancy 
as a result of his untimely death—a va-
cancy President Obama sought to fill 
during his last year in office. He ended 
up nominating Merrick Garland, a DC 
Circuit Court judge of impeccable cre-
dentials to fill the vacancy. Many Re-
publicans in the Senate refused to even 
meet with Merrick Garland, let alone 
consider him and vote on him. So, for 
a whole year, the vacancy continued at 
the Supreme Court while the Repub-
licans broke Senate tradition and re-
fused to consider President Obama’s 
nominee. 

Then came the election of Donald 
Trump, the nomination of Judge Neil 
Gorsuch, and the process went forward 
to fill the vacancy the Republicans had 
kept open for more than a year before 
Neil Gorsuch was finally voted on by 
the U.S. Senate. 

So here came the second vacancy 
under the Trump administration—a va-
cancy created by the retirement of Jus-
tice Kennedy—and the question was ob-
viously asked: What standard will you 
use for asking for the documentary evi-
dence of the person’s background in 
public service? 

Many of us assumed it would have 
been the same standard that was 
pushed by Senator Sessions, a Repub-
lican of Alabama, and Senator LEAHY, 
a Democrat of Vermont. We were 
wrong. Instead, what the Republicans 
said is, we are going to have a new rule 
when it comes to Republican nominees 
from the Trump administration in the 
case of Judge Brett Kavanaugh, and 
that new rule said we will not ask for 
documentation for the 35 months when 
he served in the White House as the 

closest adviser to the President of the 
United States. I can tell you there were 
a myriad of issues that were considered 
by the President in that period of time, 
and Brett Kavanaugh, then assistant to 
the President, was involved in these de-
cisions. We will not know what he said 
or did because the Republicans have re-
fused to ask for the documentary evi-
dence of his time there. 

There is more to the story. The Re-
publicans decided, for those documents 
they might consider asking for, they 
would have a final filter, and the final 
filter is a man named Burck, who has 
served as an attorney for not only 
President Bush but also in the past for 
Steve Bannon. Does the name ring a 
bell? Steve Bannon of Breitbart News. 
Burck has served as his counsel and 
was a deputy to Brett Kavanaugh in 
the White House. 

Mr. Burck is literally going through 
Kavanaugh’s documents from his time 
in the White House Counsel’s Office to 
decide which ones will be given to the 
Senate Judiciary Committee to con-
sider. So it means he is the filter of 
things he doesn’t want us to see and he 
doesn’t want the American people to 
see. This Republican advocate attorney 
is going to be a decisionmaker when it 
comes to whether we can see docu-
ments that were produced by Brett 
Kavanaugh when he served in the 
White House Counsel’s Office. 

It gets even worse. It turns out, those 
documents, which he preclears for us to 
read in the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee, are subject to some sort of 
committee confidentiality. I have 
served on the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee for a number of years, and I 
know there are documents which are 
considered somewhat committee con-
fidential, but it is rare, and it is usu-
ally a case you wouldn’t argue over; 
classified information, for example. In 
this case, these Republicans on the 
Senate Judiciary Committee will be 
the final, final filter as to whether the 
American people will know the back-
ground of Brett Kavanaugh. 

Why is there so much secrecy here? 
Why wouldn’t these documents be 
made public? Well, let’s look back in 
time. When Elena Kagan was asked to 
produce her documents from the time 
when she served in the White House, 
she produced every one of them except 
those that were personal and private. 
On how many of those 170,000 pages did 
she assert executive privilege and say: 
I can’t produce them? None. Every sin-
gle document was turned over to the 
Senate Judiciary Committee. 

Now, when it comes to Brett 
Kavanaugh, I can’t tell you what is 
going on here. There is a concealment 
which is impossible to explain. What 
would we find in those documents that 
have been carefully screened by Mr. 
Burck and then again by the Senate 
Judiciary Committee Republican ma-
jority? 

I am concerned about it because this 
is a lifetime appointment to the high-
est Court in the land. We know the 
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Court is carefully divided. It is legiti-
mate for us to ask the questions about 
Judge Kavanaugh’s background be-
cause of our constitutional responsi-
bility to advise and consent, but we 
can’t ask those questions if they don’t 
produce the documents, and that is 
where we are today. 

So my colleagues can come to the 
floor and talk about Judge 
Kavanaugh’s record leading up to this 
nomination. They are limited in the in-
formation they have been given, and 
the limitations are unprecedented in 
the U.S. Senate. 

The Republicans, when it comes to 
the Supreme Court, just rewrite the 
rules. Merrick Garland, President 
Obama’s nominee: Sorry. No thanks. 
We are not interested in interviewing 
him or even considering him for that 
appointment. When it came to this 
judge, Judge Kavanaugh, the ordinary 
production of documents, by a standard 
established by the Republicans and 
Senator Sessions, is being ignored now 
when it comes to the nomination of 
Brett Kavanaugh. We will be given lim-
ited information because of this proc-
ess and have to do our best to carefully 
review this nominee before he is con-
sidered for this lifetime appointment 
to the highest Court in the land. 

I yield floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

HOEVEN). The Senator from South Da-
kota. 

Mr. THUNE. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

NOMINATION OF BRETT KAVANAUGH 
Mr. THUNE. Mr. President, when it 

comes to deciding whether to confirm a 
Supreme Court Justice, there are two 
important questions: One, is this per-
son well qualified? And, two, does this 
person understand the proper role of a 
judge? 

When it comes to Brett Kavanaugh, 
the answer to both questions is yes. I 
don’t need to tell anyone how qualified 
Judge Kavanaugh is. He is a graduate 
of Yale Law School and a lecturer at 
Harvard Law School. He has extensive 
legal experience in government and 
private practice, and he has spent the 
past 12 years serving on the Court of 
Appeals for the DC Circuit, sometimes 
referred to as the second highest court 
in the land. 

His opinions have been endorsed by 
the Supreme Court more than a dozen 
times, and they are regularly cited by 
courts around the country. In short, he 
is eminently qualified to be a Justice 
on the Supreme Court. 

But being qualified, while essential, 
is not sufficient. A Supreme Court Jus-
tice also needs to understand the prop-
er role of a judge, and that role is to in-
terpret the law, not make the law; to 

judge, not legislate; to call balls and 
strikes, not rewrite the rules of the 
game. 

Judge Kavanaugh understands this. 
He understands that as a Supreme 
Court Justice, his job will be to rule 
based on the facts of the case, the law 
and the Constitution, and nothing else, 
not his personal opinions, not his polit-
ical feelings, not his beliefs about what 
the law should be—just the plain text 
of the law and the Constitution. And 
that makes Judge Kavanaugh exactly 
the kind of judge that all of us, Demo-
crats and Republicans alike, should 
want on the Supreme Court—the kind 
of judge who, in the words of Judge 
Kavanaugh, will decide cases ‘‘without 
regard to policy preferences or polit-
ical allegiances or which party is on 
which side in a particular case.’’ 

Of course, that is not the kind of Jus-
tice Democrats are looking for. They 
don’t really want an impartial Justice. 
They want a Justice they can rely on 
to rubberstamp Democratic policies. 
So even before President Trump had 
named a replacement for Justice Ken-
nedy, Democrats were already sig-
naling their intention of rejecting any-
one the President put forward. One 
Democrat Senator formally announced 
his opposition to the President’s nomi-
nee the morning of July 9, before the 
President had actually nominated any-
one. 

Since Judge Kavanaugh’s nomina-
tion, Democrats have tried to make a 
case against Judge Kavanaugh, flinging 
up accusations in the desperate hope 
that something will stick. Needless to 
say, they haven’t had much luck. It is 
difficult to argue that a judge like 
Judge Kavanaugh isn’t eminently suit-
ed to serve on the Supreme Court. 

Democrats are also doing their best 
to delay the proceedings by making 
outlandish demands for documents re-
lating to Judge Kavanaugh’s time in 
the White House. Apparently the up to 
1 million pages that the Judiciary 
Committee expects to receive from 
Judge Kavanaugh’s time in the execu-
tive branch and his circuit court con-
firmation aren’t enough, even though 
it could be more than the amount of 
material received for the last five Su-
preme Court nominees combined. Let 
me repeat that. One million pages that 
the Judiciary Committee expects to re-
ceive from Judge Kavanaugh’s time in 
the executive branch and his circuit 
court confirmation are more than the 
amount of material received for the 
last five Supreme Court nominees com-
bined. 

One also has to ask why Democratic 
leaders feel the need to see any mate-
rial for Judge Kavanaugh, given the 
fact that they have already made up 
their minds to oppose him. 

Of course, it is not about the mate-
rial. We all know that. Democrats 
aren’t really interested in reading 
every email that happened to be copied 
to Judge Kavanaugh. They just want to 
delay his nomination. 

It would be nice if Democrats would 
abandon their partisan opposition to 

Judge Kavanaugh and take a serious 
look at this superbly qualified nomi-
nee. Unfortunately, I expect the polit-
ical posturing to continue, but we will 
continue to move forward with the con-
firmation process to deliver another 
outstanding Justice to the Supreme 
Court. 

ECONOMIC GROWTH 

Mr. President, the good economic 
news continues to pour in. The econ-
omy grew at an impressive 4.1 percent 
in the second quarter of this year, 
bringing economic growth for the year 
so far up over 3 percent. Unemploy-
ment dropped to 3.9 percent in July, 
which is close to an 18-year low. Work-
er pay and benefits are increasing at 
the fastest pace in a decade. Consumer 
confidence is at a nearly 18-year high. 
Disposable income, which is income 
after taxes, is up 3.5 percent this year. 
And small business optimism is at a 
record high. 

In short, Republican economic poli-
cies are working, and I don’t need to 
tell anyone that economic growth 
lagged during the Obama administra-
tion. Recovery from the recession was 
historically weak, and some econo-
mists were predicting that 2 percent 
growth would be the new normal. 

But Republicans disagreed. We didn’t 
think American workers should have 
to resign themselves to permanently 
sluggish economic growth and the di-
minished opportunities that come with 
it. We knew that American innovators 
and job creators were as creative and 
driven as ever, but we also knew that 
American businesses, large and small, 
were weighed down by burdensome reg-
ulations and an outdated tax code that 
discouraged growth. So over the past 
year and a half, the White House and 
Republicans in Congress have focused 
on removing obstacles to economic 
growth. We have reduced burdensome 
regulations, and in December, we 
passed historic, comprehensive tax re-
form legislation. 

Before that bill passed, before the 
Tax Cuts and Jobs Act passed, the Tax 
Code was not helping businesses grow 
and create jobs. In fact, it was doing 
the opposite, and that had real con-
sequences for American workers. 

A small business owner struggling to 
afford the hefty annual tax bill for her 
business was highly unlikely to be able 
to hire a new worker or to raise wages. 
A larger business struggling to stay 
competitive in the global marketplace 
while paying a substantially higher tax 
rate than its foreign competitors too 
often had limited funds to expand or 
increase investment in the United 
States. 

So we took action to improve the 
playing field for American workers by 
improving the playing field for busi-
nesses as well. We lowered tax rates 
across the board for owners of small 
and medium-sized businesses, farms, 
and ranches. We lowered our Nation’s 
massive corporate tax rate which, until 
January 1, was the highest corporate 
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tax rate in the developed world. We ex-
panded business owners’ ability to re-
cover investments they make in their 
businesses, which frees up cash that 
they can reinvest in their operations 
and their workers. And we brought the 
U.S. international tax system into the 
21st century so that American busi-
nesses are not operating at a disadvan-
tage next to their foreign competitors. 

Now we are seeing the results: 
stronger economic growth, as I men-
tioned—4.1 percent in the second quar-
ter of this year, giving us an annual 
growth rate of over 3 percent. That is 
something we haven’t seen in quite a 
while. Low unemployment—we are see-
ing the lowest unemployment numbers, 
literally, in the last 18 years. The num-
ber of jobless claims is the lowest in 40 
years. There are better wages and bene-
fits. We are seeing companies large and 
small across this country increasing 
wages and the benefits they pay to 
their employees. Wages, as I mentioned 
earlier, are up—the highest level in-
crease in wages in a decade. And, as I 
said earlier, disposable income is up 3.5 
percent since the first of this year. All 
of this has happened since tax reform 
passed last year. One and a half million 
new jobs have been created since the 
passage of tax reform, and that means 
more opportunities for American work-
ers. 

I am proud of the progress we have 
made in getting the economy going 
again, and I am going to go keep work-
ing with my colleagues, hopefully on 
both sides of the aisle, to expand eco-
nomic opportunities for Americans 
even further. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Ohio. 
OPIOID EPIDEMIC 

Mr. PORTMAN. Mr. President, I 
would like to agree with my colleague 
from South Dakota, who has talked 
about the importance of the tax relief 
and regulatory reform and what that 
has meant for our economy. We are 
growing at rates that some have said 
were impossible. People said: Well, you 
just have to get used to the new nor-
mal. We are going to have the economy 
grow at 1 or 2 percent. It was 4.1 per-
cent last quarter, and it looks as 
though we are going to continue to see 
strong growth. That is because of poli-
cies that were enacted here, and I 
think they are making a difference. 

I am going to talk about something 
today that actually is making it more 
difficult to find the workers to be able 
to get that economy moving forward 
the way all of us would like to see be-
cause as we have lower unemployment, 
as we have a growing workforce, we are 
seeing a number of Americans who are 
out of the workforce altogether. 

There is some new data from the De-
partment of Labor and from the Brook-
ings Institution, some studies that 
have shown that between the opioid 
epidemic—which is heroin, prescription 
drugs, now this new fentanyl—and 
other issues, there are people who are 

not showing up even to apply for jobs. 
They are not even showing up in the 
unemployment figures, and they are at 
historically high levels—81⁄2 million 
men between the ages of 25 and 55, so 
able-bodied men between 25 and 55. 
This recent study from both the De-
partment of Labor and from the Brook-
ings Institution shows that almost one- 
half of those men acknowledge taking 
pain medication on a daily basis. In 
one of the studies, when pushed, two- 
thirds of those men said that they were 
taking prescription drug medication on 
a daily basis. Think about that. This is 
shocking: 81⁄2 million men out of work 
between the ages of 25 and 55—about 
one-half of them are saying that they 
are taking pain medication on a daily 
basis; two-thirds are taking prescrip-
tion drugs. That is not overreported. In 
my view, that is underreported because 
there are legal issues involved with the 
opioid epidemic. Also, there is a stigma 
attached to the addiction. 

So in order to fully take advantage of 
this growing economy—and my col-
league is absolutely right about that— 
we have to deal with this opioid epi-
demic. 

I will tell you something that is even 
more tragic is that the Centers for Dis-
ease Control just came out with a new 
report last week talking about what is 
happening around the country, and it 
was another year of tragic results for 
American families, for communities 
represented by Members all across the 
country here in the U.S. Senate. 

This was the Centers for Disease Con-
trol. The new report shows that last 
year—they just got the final numbers 
for it—the number of people who 
overdosed and died from the opioid cri-
sis that we have was greater than the 
year before, not just at record levels 
but at levels that really create this epi-
demic level. Seventy-two thousand 
Americans died of overdoses last year. 

This is the map that shows where it 
is, and it is all over our country. There 
were a couple of States that made some 
progress. Those are the States in pur-
ple here. But in all of these other 
States, you actually see an increase— 
overall a 9-percent increase in overdose 
deaths in our country from 2016 to 2017. 
The problem is not getting better; it is 
getting worse. 

My own State of Ohio increased 9.5 
percent from 2016 to 2017. Sadly, that 
puts Ohio third in the country for total 
drug overdoses and fourth nationally 
for the number of overdose deaths per 
capita, per 100,000 residents. 

Seventy-two thousand Americans 
dying of overdoses—that is more than 
the deadliest year for car accidents or 
gun deaths ever. Now, 72,000 Americans 
died last year by overdose. That is 
more than the total number of Amer-
ican casualties in the Vietnam war. Re-
member that this is just 1 year—just 
last year. Overdoses are now the top 
cause of accidental death in the United 
States and the No. 1 cause of all deaths 
for all Americans under the age of 50. 

The most recent CDC report illus-
trates something a lot of us already 

knew. This is a national crisis, and it is 
gripping every single State represented 
in this Chamber. By the way, this is de-
spite a lot of good work that has been 
done by this body, by the House, and by 
the administration. 

Over the last couple of years, Con-
gress has taken on this issue. We 
passed legislation that is helping. One 
of the pieces of legislation is called the 
Comprehensive Addiction and Recov-
ery Act, or CARA legislation, which I 
coauthored with a colleague on the 
other side, SHELDON WHITEHOUSE. The 
other one is called the Cures Act, 
which is funding going directly to the 
States. By the way, Ohio just got an-
other $26 million this year from the 
Cures Act, and we are putting it to 
work. In the appropriations bill that is 
before this body now in the Labor-HHS 
bill, we again provide funding for the 
CARA legislation, which does funding 
directly to groups that are doing a 
good job on prevention, education, 
treatment and recovery. It also helps 
our firefighters and other first respond-
ers with the miracle drug Narcan that 
they need to reverse the effects of an 
overdose. It is all good, and it is work-
ing. 

I was recently back home and had a 
chance to visit, as I do regularly, some 
of the institutions and some of the en-
tities that are using this funding. Just 
to give an example, I went to a town 
called Whitehall, outside of Columbus, 
OH. We had a roundtable at a fire sta-
tion, and I got to see what is going on. 
They are taking this grant money and 
training their EMS personnel—the fire-
fighters and paramedics—to be able to 
handle people coming in who are ad-
dicted and get them into treatment. 
This firehouse has opened up its doors, 
no questions asked. If you come in 
there, they will get you treatment. 

While I was there, coincidentally, a 
young man showed up. He had been 
through treatment three times, and it 
hadn’t worked for him. He said he was 
ready—ready to go. He was shaking 
and he was nervous, but I watched the 
firefighter deal with him. They spoke 
to him, and I spoke to him. 

I saw him get into the ambulance and 
go to another entity that is called the 
Addiction Stabilization Center in 
downtown Columbus, which is also 
doing innovative work and is also fund-
ed by these programs, in this case with 
the Cures Act funding. It is an old hos-
pital they converted into a 50-bed 
treatment center with an emergency 
center. 

So people can come in from the 
street, and they have a place to go into 
treatment immediately. It takes away 
the excuse. They have about an 80-per-
cent rate of people getting into treat-
ment. That is incredibly high. 

One of the big problems with the cur-
rent crisis is that people who are ad-
dicted and who overdose and are saved 
by this miracle drug Narcan, which re-
verses the effects of the overdose, typi-
cally then go right back into the same 
environment. How do you get them 
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into treatment? How do you get them 
back on track? How do you keep them 
in treatment? How do you ensure that 
treatment is successful? That is what 
the CARA and Cures legislation is help-
ing to do. 

I will say that despite the positive 
stories back home, despite the addi-
tional effort we have put in, still there 
is this data from the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention showing 
that last year was worse than the year 
before. Why is that so despite the ef-
forts in Congress and at every level of 
government? 

In all of our communities something 
is being done. People are starting to 
step forward. The private sector is 
starting to get more engaged. That is 
all good. 

I think the primary reason for this is 
because of the rise of a particular 
drug—the new scourge. It is the syn-
thetic form of opioids. Just as we were 
making progress in reducing some of 
these overdoses and deaths and dealing 
with the terrible consequences of the 
opioid epidemic, what happened? We 
saw a steep increase in a new drug 
coming into the market. It is more 
deadly—50 times more deadly than her-
oin—and it is relatively inexpensive. 
That is a fatal combination for thou-
sands of our constituents who are 
dying every year now from the fastest 
growing and deadliest drug in this epi-
demic—fentanyl. 

This breaks down the types of drugs 
and the type of drug and the increase 
or decrease. The one trend that stands 
out, as you see here, is the growth in 
synthetic opioids. 

In fact, with regard to other drugs, 
including heroin, you can see a slight 
decrease—basically, a flattening. For 
other opioids, there is an increase and, 
then, a slight flattening. With regard 
to synthetic opioids, there is a steep 
increase, and there is a steep increase 
recently. 

Last year there were 30,000 overdose 
deaths from synthetic drugs like 
fentanyl. That is up from approxi-
mately 20,000 overdose deaths from 
fentanyl the year earlier. So there are 
10,000 more deaths from fentanyl be-
tween 2016 and 2017. 

To give you an idea of how rapidly 
this drug is infiltrating our country, in 
2013 there were about 3,000 fentanyl 
overdose deaths nationally. This means 
that from 2013 to 2017, there has been 
an 850-percent increase in overdose 
deaths due to fentanyl. 

Last year, fentanyl was involved in 
more than 60 percent of the 48,600 over-
dose deaths that the CDC says were 
from opioids. In my State of Ohio, we 
think that is consistent. We think it is 
over 60 percent, or closer to two-thirds. 

Looking at the new data coming in 
this year from Ohio from the various 
health departments around the State 
and from our coroners, it looks like it 
is an even higher percentage in 2018. 

When I am home I hear about this a 
lot. People come up to me and tell me 
stories that will break your heart 

about family members. I have had two 
tele-townhall meetings in the last 
month, and both of these involved 
thousands of Ohioans. People aren’t se-
lected for anything other than that 
they get a phone call and they are 
asked if they want to talk to their Sen-
ator. We pick up the phone and we have 
15,000 to 20,000 people on the call, and 
in both of these last two tele-townhall 
meetings, somebody called in with a 
very similar story—a tragic story 
about the pain and suffering they expe-
rienced from a loved one passing away 
from a fentanyl overdose. 

Pauline from Zanesville called in, 
and she told me her brother had re-
cently passed away. She wondered 
what we were doing about it. Sam from 
Shelby County called at the next town-
hall meeting and told me that his son 
had tragically overdosed from fentanyl 
and died. By the way, in both of those 
cases, they didn’t mention that up 
front. They called and had a discussion 
with me about some policy issues, and 
it just kind of came out. Their voices 
cracked. You could tell when they are 
overcome with emotion at the end of 
our conversation. They said: Well, my 
son—in this guy’s case—just died from 
an overdose of fentanyl. 

By the way, in both cases, the broth-
er and the son did not know they had 
taken fentanyl. They didn’t know they 
had used fentanyl. In one case, with re-
gard to the brother, he thought it was 
only cocaine that he was using. In-
stead, it was laced with fentanyl. In 
the other case, it was heroin, and the 
person had shot up heroin before and 
been successful in not dying of an over-
dose, at least, but in this case fentanyl 
was laced in the heroin. 

Now I tell you this because this new 
deadly drug is not just about pure 
fentanyl. It is about evil dealers and 
drug traffickers actually mixing the 
fentanyl with other drugs as well. 
When the coroners’ reports come in, 
often they are finding out it is 
fentanyl, not the drug the person 
thought he or she was taking. I had 
first responders telling me that some-
body wakes up and says: Thank you for 
saving my life on this Narcan. I am OK 
now. 

Unfortunately, that is not what you 
hope would happen. You hope they will 
say: I want to go into treatment. 

But they wake up, after having been 
saved by Narcan, and they say: I don’t 
know why I overdosed, because I wasn’t 
taking a strong drug. 

They are told: Well, this tested for 
fentanyl. 

They say: Well, I wasn’t taking 
fentanyl. 

That is because now any street 
drug—any street drug—that is taken 
has the risk of containing fentanyl, 
which can be deadly. 

I hope people who are listening today 
tell everyone they can think of—at 
work, in their family, people in the 
community—just to be sure that this 
message is getting out. This is a new 
and deadly threat out on our streets, 
and it can be in any drug. 

We want to turn the tide in this drug 
epidemic that is depriving the people I 
represent and the people represented 
by this Chamber of their God-given 
purpose in life, whatever it is. It cer-
tainly isn’t to overdose and die from 
opioids. We have to confront much 
more aggressively this rise of fentanyl. 
This is the reality. None of us wish it 
were, but it is. 

Shockingly, when you do research on 
this, you will find out that these syn-
thetic drugs come into our country 
from other countries directly through 
the U.S. mail system. That is what law 
enforcement folks have told us—shock-
ing. It is not mostly coming from any 
place except foreign countries sending 
it through the U.S. mail system. That 
is where the majority of this is coming 
from. 

We looked into this issue on the Per-
manent Subcommittee on Investiga-
tions. I chair that subcommittee. We 
spent 18 months studying this. We 
found out how easy it was to purchase 
fentanyl online and have it shipped to 
the United States of America. We 
learned through this 18-month under-
cover investigation that these drugs 
can be found through a simple Google 
search and that overseas sellers essen-
tially guaranteed delivery if the 
fentanyl was sent through a Federal 
agency—the U.S. Postal Service. 

We found out from talking to law en-
forcement and our own research that 
this drug is primarily coming from 
China—one country—where there are 
scientists and chemical companies that 
are putting together this deadly mix-
ture and are sending it to our shores. 

Why do the traffickers prefer the 
U.S. Postal Service? Because it has 
lower screening standards than the 
other private carriers. International 
packages that enter the United States 
are subject to screening. Every private 
entity—such as FedEx, UPS, DHL, or 
others—has to provide law enforcement 
with advanced electronic data as to 
where the package is from, what is in 
the package, and where it is going. 
With that data, they can use big data 
from around the country and around 
the world, including from intelligence 
sources, and they can help to identify 
suspicious packages. Otherwise it is 
like finding a needle in a haystack. 

The post office, by the way, brings 
about 900 million packages a year into 
the country. It is like finding a needle 
in a haystack, unless you have that in-
formation in advance and electroni-
cally. It allows Customs and Border 
Protection, which are doing the best 
job they can, to identify those sus-
picious packages, to stop them in tran-
sit, to keep these synthetic drugs out 
of our communities, and to stop the 
poison. 

I have seen them in action. I have 
visited the Customs and Border Protec-
tion port of entry and have seen how 
they can get packages. They have to 
take these packages into a sealed room 
that has adequate ventilation, and 
they have to wear protective gear to be 
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able to even open these packages be-
cause this stuff is so deadly. 

I have been to Columbus, OH, and I 
have seen there, in one of these dis-
tribution centers for one of the private 
carriers—not Customs and Border Pro-
tection—people putting their lives on 
the line for us and finding deadly pack-
ages and taking them offline to avoid 
this poison coming into our commu-
nity. Law enforcement, as you can 
imagine, is desperate to stop these 
deadly drugs from reaching our shores 
in the first place. That is the best way 
to stop it. They need this critical infor-
mation in advance to be able to do 
that. 

Why doesn’t the post office do it? Be-
cause we haven’t required them to. By 
law, after 9/11, we have required all pri-
vate carriers to provide this informa-
tion. Frankly, we were more focused on 
explosives than we were on contraband 
such as drugs. But we didn’t require 
the U.S. Postal Service. Instead, we 
said: Study this issue and get back to 
us. 

That was 16 years ago. For the last 
several years, some of us have been 
pushing the U.S. Postal Service hard 
on this, and unfortunately, some still 
continue to oppose this effort to pro-
vide 100 percent electronic data. 

Because of congressional pressure, 
they have recently been getting more 
data on some of these packages. Based 
on testimony before our subcommittee, 
last year the Postal Service received 
electronic data in advance on about 36 
percent of the packages that came in, 
meaning that the United States re-
ceived more than 318 million inter-
national packages with no or little 
screening. 

Even when the post office conducted 
these pilot programs to screen for the 
drugs to get to the 36 percent number, 
80 percent of the time they presented 
the packages to Customs and Border 
Protection and 20 percent of the time 
they did not present the package. So 
only 30 percent of the time was screen-
ing being provided, and still in 20 per-
cent of those cases, they didn’t present 
the packages to Customs and Border 
Protection. Instead, they went into cir-
culation in our community. 

We have a simple solution: 100 per-
cent screening. This is a deadly epi-
demic. 

Can you imagine tens of thousands of 
people dying from something that 
comes in from overseas through our 
own U.S. Postal Service and we are not 
stepping up to say: Whoa, let’s do ev-
erything we can to screen these pack-
ages. The best monitoring devices, the 
best information—that is what we are 
asking for. 

The legislation we have is called the 
STOP Act. It is a bipartisan bill that I 
authored with my colleague AMY KLO-
BUCHAR from Minnesota. It closes the 
loophole from the U.S. Postal Service 
that drug traffickers are using and ex-
ploiting to ship these deadly drugs into 
our communities. By holding the Post-
al Service to the same standard as pri-

vate carriers and requiring them to 
provide that advance electronic data 
for all international packages entering 
the United States of America, we can 
keep the fentanyl out of our commu-
nities. 

By the way, talk to your letter car-
rier about this issue. They will tell you 
they want to stop this. They don’t 
want to be carrying this poison. The 
person who walks door-to-door in your 
community or delivers mail to your 
post office does not want to have 
fentanyl in their package. First, it is 
dangerous for them, but more impor-
tant to them is that they know what it 
is doing to our communities. They 
don’t want to be any part of it. 

The STOP Act passed the House of 
Representatives earlier this summer, 
and more than one-third of the Sen-
ators in this Chamber are now cospon-
sors of this legislation. In my view, it 
is long past time for the Senate to pass 
this legislation so that it can become 
law and begin to make a real difference 
in our communities. 

I would like to thank President 
Trump for his leadership on this issue. 
Some of you may have seen yesterday 
that he sent out a statement—a 
tweet—supporting moving ahead with 
the STOP Act because of the scourge of 
this fentanyl coming into our neigh-
borhoods, coming into our commu-
nities, our homes. He recognized the 
importance of this issue, by the way, 
and talked about it during the 2016 
campaign and has talked about it a lot 
since then. He appointed an opioid 
commission to look into this issue. 
That commission endorsed the STOP 
Act specifically. I want to thank Gov-
ernor Christie for working with us on 
that. That was the final report in No-
vember of last year, and still we have 
not passed it. 

On Monday, when President Trump 
called on the Senate to pass this legis-
lation without delay, I noticed there 
was more interest and reporters talk-
ing about this issue in the halls. I am 
glad about that. The President is wait-
ing, pen in hand. He is ready to sign 
the STOP Act. Let’s not make him 
wait any longer. 

Last year, an average of 81 Ameri-
cans died every single day from syn-
thetic opioids. From what I can tell 
back home, this year is no better and 
may, in fact, be worse. We can’t wait 
around for this problem to get worse. 
We can’t do nothing. We have to do 
something. The legislation we passed 
here to help with prevention, treat-
ment, and recovery is good. It is begin-
ning to work. But we also need to re-
duce the supply and at least increase 
the cost of this deadly drug, which is 50 
times more powerful than heroin. We 
need to pass the STOP Act. We need to 
pass it now so we can make a meaning-
ful difference in combating fentanyl, 
the new scourge of this opioid epi-
demic. 

I yield back my time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Kansas. 

Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

REMEMBERING ED ROLFS 
Mr. MORAN. Mr. President, yester-

day, my wife Robba and I attended the 
funeral services of Ed Rolfs of Junction 
City, KS. I come today to pay honor to 
this Kansan, to this great individual, 
and pay tribute to his contributions to 
his community and to our State. 

Mr. Rolfs was born on December 13, 
1924, in Junction City, KS, where he 
lived his entire life. He attended school 
there and graduated from Junction 
City High School. He then attended the 
University of Kansas for his under-
graduate degree and later received de-
grees from Columbia University and 
the University of Wisconsin-Madison. 

Ed was a lifelong student and was al-
ways busy. He was an avid reader and 
researcher. He studied financial mar-
kets and economic trends. He also 
stuck to his roots as a farmer, and he 
worked on the family farm until his 
passing this week. 

The community and State know him 
as a strong supporter of schools and 
education. He continually supported 
scholarships and mentored many young 
men and women in the Junction City 
area. 

He was a banker, and he began his ca-
reer at the bank his father first started 
in 1915—Central National Bank. In 1967, 
Ed was promoted. He was named presi-
dent of the bank, and he served in that 
capacity for over 25 years. He saw a 
great deal of growth and expansion in 
the bank as it spread into communities 
across the State and region. He was a 
president of a big bank, but he was a 
president of a community bank that 
had relationships with its customers. 
The banking community knew him to 
be a visionary leader, and he was, by 
many accounts, described as having a 
brilliant mind. His impact on the bank 
was more than just the bottom line; he 
took care and focused on his employees 
and their success. 

Ed was a dedicated member of the 
Junction City community. Junction 
City is a community that is surrounded 
by Fort Riley. It is a community that 
understands the importance of civic en-
gagement and understands the impor-
tance of caring for those who serve our 
Nation and whose families often re-
main behind while that service occurs. 
He was active in his community. 

It is what you, Mr. President, and I 
know about many communities across 
our States in which people devote a 
significant amount of their time to 
making sure that good things happen 
at home. It is also a generational thing 
where you see those the age of Ed 
make certain that their lives are more 
than just their careers. 

Ed had been a member of the Rotary 
Club since 1950. He joined the Masonic 
Union Lodge in 1953. He had held the 
post of president of both the Rotary 
Club and the Junction City Chamber of 
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Commerce. He was engaged with the 
Highland Cemetery Association as 
president; the Central Charities Foun-
dation, where he was chairman; and he 
was a treasurer and trustee of the Kan-
sas Council for Economic Education. 

I have known Ed for many years. I, as 
well as those who honored him at his 
funeral service yesterday, described 
him as a humble man, despite his many 
successes, who kept quiet about those 
accomplishments. Over his lifetime, he 
received many awards, ranging from 
the Ernst & Young Entrepreneur of the 
Year to the Kansas Governor’s Art 
Award in 2007. 

He served his country, in addition to 
his community. It makes us proud that 
he was a veteran of both World War II 
and the Korean conflict. He was a 73- 
year member of the American Legion 
Post No. 45. Serving and sacrificing for 
others is simply who Ed Rolfs was. 

Ed had a deep understanding of the 
temporary nature of life. He was a de-
voted and lifelong member of the First 
Presbyterian Church, where he served 
in various roles—as treasurer, member 
of the choir, trustee, and Sunday 
school teacher. 

A dedicated family man and loving 
husband, father, grandfather, and 
great-grandfather, Ed leaves behind his 
wife, Eunice, of nearly 70 years. I would 
use this as an opportunity to indicate 
to my colleagues that Eunice is the 
daughter of Frank Carlson, former 
Governor and U.S. Senator from Kan-
sas. They were married for nearly 70 
years. He has three children, four 
grandchildren, and four great-grand-
children. 

One of the things I observe in judging 
a person on their abilities, their char-
acter, who they are as a human being, 
is what their family is like. In any 
dealings I ever had with Ed Rolfs and 
his family, I knew he was good at what 
was really important in life. He raised 
a good family. He and Eunice raised a 
good family. 

Ed represents the kinds of values on 
which our State was built. His sense of 
care and compassion and his service to 
his community, his country, his 
church, and his family have made the 
world and our part of the world a bet-
ter place. He had a vision for a stronger 
community and a more prosperous 
Kansas. He will continue to inspire me 
personally. 

Another observation is that my at-
tendance at the funeral services yester-
day caused me to remind myself that 
you hope the people who come to your 
funeral service are there because they 
admire and respect you and honor you 
and the life you lived. Ed had signifi-
cant responsibility and a significant 
position in the community, but it is 
unusual to see so many people of all 
ages at a funeral. It wasn’t about his 
position; it was about his relationship 
with those he knew and cared about. 

In the coming weeks, Robba and I 
will continue to keep Ed and his wife 
Eunice, along with their family and 
friends, in our prayers. As they cele-

brated his life at the funeral services 
on Monday, may we continue to live 
our lives in a way that honors the way 
he lived his life. 

May Ed Rolfs rest in peace. 
I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

NOMINATION OF BRETT KAVANAUGH 
Mr. INHOFE. After the announce-

ment that was made this morning—it 
was a great announcement, long await-
ed—I think it is appropriate that we 
talk a little bit about it. When Trump 
withdrew from the Paris Agreement 
and pulled back from the Clean Power 
Plan, we heard from the environmental 
extremists and the liberals declaring 
that the administration’s actions will 
‘‘endanger public health, our environ-
ment and our economic prosperity.’’ 
That was Governors Brown and Cuomo. 
They further declared that ‘‘if we don’t 
decarbonize our future, people are 
going to die.’’ People are always going 
to die. That is what the extremists al-
ways say. I guess there must be a popu-
lation out there that actually believes 
that. 

However, the opposite is happening 
even without a one-sided international 
agreement or the punishing Clean 
Power Plan. In effect, in 2017, the 
United States led the world in CO2 re-
ductions, while China and India led the 
world in increasing CO2 emissions. How 
many people know that? All you ever 
hear about is that we are the guilty 
one in terms of our emissions. That is 
not true at all. Just think, both China 
and India led the world in increasing 
CO2 emissions. These are the guys our 
previous President, Barack Obama, 
would have us believe were actually 
making great sacrifices, and here they 
are leading in increasing CO2 emis-
sions. 

When we passed tax reform, the 
Democrats claimed we would experi-
ence ‘‘Armageddon’’—NANCY PELOSI 
said that—and taxes on middle-class 
families would increase. As we have 
seen, tax reform has been a resounding 
success, with 4 percent unemployment 
and nearly 4.1 percent GDP growth in 
the last quarter. 

Right after Congresswoman PELOSI 
made the statement that taxes would 
increase on all middle-class families, 
the Washington Post fact-checked the 
Democratic claims, giving them four 
Pinocchios, as 80 percent of middle- 
class families are paying less in taxes. 
In other words, 80 percent of middle- 
class families are paying less in taxes 
now than they were. Yet she was say-
ing that taxes on all middle-class fami-
lies were going to have to increase. 

You hear these things—they can’t 
look at success and see what is hap-

pening and really appreciate it without 
rousing everyone on the other side 
with extreme accusations. With every 
Executive order and Congressional Re-
view Act resolution that rolled back 
regulation after burdensome regula-
tion, we heard that the end of days was 
coming. 

Let’s pause here for a minute and see 
how you get rid of some of these regu-
lations. There are two ways of getting 
rid of regulations. One is you do it with 
an Executive order. Sometimes that 
doesn’t work. You can’t use an Execu-
tive order in certain types of regula-
tion, so you have to go with the Con-
gressional Review Act. 

It is kind of interesting because we 
started the Congressional Review Act 
over 20 years ago. Prior to this admin-
istration, it had been used successfully 
only once in 20 years; now it happens 
almost every day. 

With every Executive order and Con-
gressional Review Act resolution roll-
ing back the regulations, we heard that 
the end of the world was coming. You 
would not know it if you looked at the 
economy and saw what is happening in 
this country today with the increases 
in energy production, manufacturing, 
consumer confidence, GDP, and job op-
portunities. 

Meanwhile, jobless claims have 
dropped to a 45-year low—a 45-year low 
of jobless claims this year—and the So-
cial Security disability claims last 
year were the lowest we have seen 
since 2002. 

I think it is kind of interesting to go 
back and look at the fact that we have 
4 percent unemployment. For as long 
as I can remember, I have always con-
sidered 4 percent unemployment full 
employment. There are always going to 
be some unemployables, but 4 percent 
is considered to be full employment, 
and that is what we have. 

It is kind of interesting. I was in 
Texas last week, talking to one of my 
liberal friends down there. I said: What 
can you say now? Look at the econ-
omy. The economy has never been bet-
ter. 

He said: No, the economy is bad. It is 
hard to find anyone to work in res-
taurants anymore. 

In other words, we have full employ-
ment, but that is supposed to be bad. 
That is the position we are in right 
now. 

In the last quarter, we had 4.1 per-
cent growth in the economy. Let’s stop 
and think about that. This is some-
thing that no one disagrees with. For 
every 1 percent growth in economic ac-
tivity, that translates into $2.9 trillion 
of new income coming into the Federal 
Government every 10 years. 

Let’s stop and think about it. We 
have a President who is trying to undo 
the damage from the last administra-
tion when the military was cut down to 
the bone and we didn’t do anything in 
the way of infrastructure. This Presi-
dent is committed to that. 

People are saying: All right, where is 
the money going to come from? 
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There is where it is going to come 

from. My gosh, if we can average just 3 
percent growth—and we have been 
doing that; we are far exceeding that— 
that is going to be close to $6 trillion of 
new funding that will be there for the 
next administration. 

With each action the President 
takes, we hear that the consequences 
are going to be dire and that people 
will die. It is always that people will 
die. Yet those predictions have never 
materialized. We have seen the oppo-
site happen. 

When it comes to President Trump’s 
pick to replace Justice Kennedy on the 
Supreme Court, the predictions are 
just as hysterical. If there is not any 
logical reason to be against something, 
they just start name-calling. That is 
what has been happening. 

In a recent speech, Hillary Clinton 
worried that with the nomination of 
Judge Brett Kavanaugh, Republicans 
‘‘want to turn the clock back . . . to 
the 1850s.’’ That came from Hillary 
Clinton. Her meaning was very clear. 
She wants people to believe that Judge 
Kavanaugh and the Republicans are 
taking the country back to the days of 
slavery, despite no evidence to back up 
this reckless claim. In fact, Repub-
licans want more freedom, not less. 

Others are equally as bold in their 
predictions in saying that his con-
firmation will be the death—listen to 
this—the death of millions, that his 
confirmation will be the destruction of 
the Constitution, and that his con-
firmation will usher in the end of civil 
rights in America and make us 
complicit in evil. In other words, it will 
be the death of millions of Americans. 
Who, logically, can even look at that 
without smiling and saying that they 
have to be totally desperate in the ac-
cusations they are making against this 
guy? All of these baseless and extreme 
attacks on his nomination mean just 
one thing—that Judge Kavanaugh is an 
excellent pick for the Supreme Court. 

After meeting with him last week, 
looking into his record, and reading 
about his character—some of the sto-
ries that I have heard from other peo-
ple—it is clear that he is a solid choice 
to become our newest Supreme Court 
Justice. With 12 years on the DC Court 
of Appeals, Judge Kavanaugh has 
amassed a record of over 300 opinions, 
and the worst opposition research we 
have seen against him so far is that he 
charged baseball tickets to his credit 
card and then paid for them. 

By all accounts, from those who 
know him, Judge Kavanaugh is a re-
spected member of his community and 
of his profession. Professionally, he is 
known as a serious jurist who studies 
the law and is evenhanded in applying 
the law. 

In his op-ed for the New York Times, 
entitled ‘‘A Liberal’s Case for Brett 
Kavanaugh,’’ Yale Law professor Akhil 
Reed Amar made this statement: 
‘‘Good appellate judges faithfully fol-
low the Supreme Court; great ones in-
fluence and help steer it.’’ He was re-

ferring to Judge Kavanaugh. By this 
measure, Judge Kavanaugh has been a 
great appellate judge. 

He ranks second among the current 
judges who have law clerks who have 
gone on to clerk for the U.S. Supreme 
Court. More impressively, the Supreme 
Court has agreed with the positions 
that Judge Kavanaugh took in the last 
13 of his opinions, adopting his logic in 
the prevailing opinion before the 
Court. In other words, they came down 
on his side in the cases that he had de-
cided in the last 13 of his opinions. 
Nine of those times, the Supreme Court 
adopted his dissenting opinion as their 
majority opinion. In fact, he has been 
reversed by the Supreme Court only 
once and only in part. 

Of those dissenting opinions by Judge 
Kavanaugh that the Supreme Court 
adopted as their own, one of them in-
cludes his dissent in Coalition for Re-
sponsible Regulation v. EPA, in which 
he concluded that the EPA defined ‘‘air 
pollution’’ too broadly in its regula-
tions on greenhouse gas emissions. He 
viewed the Obama EPA’s burdensome 
greenhouse gas regulations for power-
plants as exceeding its authority and 
argued that the courts should ‘‘not 
lightly conclude that Congress in-
tended’’ to ‘‘impose the enormous costs 
on tens of thousands of American busi-
nesses, with corresponding effects on 
American jobs and workers.’’ Again, 
the Supreme Court agreed with him. 
They were on his side. 

This opinion is also instructive to see 
his thinking on the proper role of the 
courts in our system of government. In 
his opinion, he wrote: ‘‘As a court, it is 
not our job to make the policy choices 
and set the statutory boundaries, but it 
is emphatically our job to carefully but 
firmly enforce the statutory bound-
aries.’’ This is a consistent part of his 
jurisprudence. 

Because of his position on the DC 
Circuit Court of Appeals, Judge 
Kavanaugh has had many opportuni-
ties to check the Federal Government’s 
overreach. I served as chairman of the 
Environment and Public Works Com-
mittee for quite a number of years, and 
one of the big problems we had at that 
time was that the bureaucrats were ac-
tually making the determinations. 
This is where he has actually overruled 
the bureaucracy many times. In fact, 
he has overruled Federal agency ac-
tions 75 times in his 12 years on the 
bench. That is really saying something. 

When the EPA wanted to impose 
massive emissions regulations but did 
not want to consider the costs, Judge 
Kavanaugh rejected that effort in 
White Stallion Energy Center v. EPA. 
The Supreme Court agreed. 

In the case of EME Homer City Gen-
eration v. EPA, Judge Kavanaugh held 
that the Obama EPA’s cross-state air 
pollution rule was awful and imposed 
excessive regulatory burdens on the 
States. 

He also rejected the Department of 
the Interior’s position to designate 143 
acres of plaintiff’s property as critical 

habitat for a shrimp based ‘‘on a single 
2001 sighting of four ant-sized San 
Diego fairy shrimp’’ on the property. 
They would shut that down. He re-
versed it. 

These are just a few examples of 
Judge Kavanaugh’s efforts to ensure 
that our agencies are acting and regu-
lating within their authorizing stat-
utes and the U.S. Constitution. 

This is the real reason we are seeing 
such vitriol from the left. They have 
long used our courts and our agencies 
to impose their unpopular agenda, 
mostly because they couldn’t get it 
through Congress, as the majority of 
Americans recognized how stifling and 
burdensome their agenda is. 

Having another judge on the Su-
preme Court who recognizes the proper 
role of the courts and the agencies 
when it comes to setting policy that af-
fects all Americans threatens their 
ability to force costly, ineffective, un-
popular burdens on our economy, our 
job producers, and our landowners. 
With Judge Kavanaugh on the court, 
we will preserve the U.S. Constitution 
and our system of representative gov-
ernment for decades to come. 

As I told Brett in our meeting—he 
has been good enough to go around and 
have meetings with all of the Members 
of the Senate. As a matter of fact, I 
told him that, from his reputation, he 
didn’t need to waste his time with me 
because I knew all about him, and I 
was going to support him. As I told 
him during that meeting, though, his 
nomination and the work President 
Trump and the Senate have done to 
process judicial nominations are to 
save our country, not for me but for 
my 20 kids and grandkids. 

So I look forward to the confirma-
tion. We are going to hear more of the 
accusations, more of the extreme left 
making comments about this great ju-
dicial success. I look forward to having 
him there for many years to come. I 
am convinced that it is going to hap-
pen. 

With that, I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
JOHNSON). Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, as a 
member of the Defense Appropriations 
Subcommittee, let me begin my re-
marks by thanking Chairman SHELBY 
and Ranking Member DURBIN, as well 
as Vice Chairman LEAHY, for their 
leadership on the committee and their 
advocacy for the men and women who 
defend our Nation. 

At a time when the threats to our 
Nation are increasing rather than de-
creasing, the work of the Defense Sub-
committee is vitally important to en-
sure that our men and women in uni-
form, as well as our DOD civilian em-
ployees, have the training, ships, 
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planes, vehicles, and other equipment 
they need to defend our country. 

The bipartisan bill reported out of 
the committee reaffirms the strategic 
importance of our Navy and our ship-
building programs by including funding 
for three Arleigh Burke-class destroy-
ers in fiscal year 2019, while also in-
cluding $250 million in advance pro-
curement funding for an additional de-
stroyer in fiscal year 2020. This funding 
signals our strong belief that the Navy 
should sustain an aggressive rate of 
growth for large surface combatants in 
fiscal year 2020 and beyond in order to 
project strength in an increasingly 
dangerous and complex world. 

In recognition of national security 
imperatives, the Navy’s own 2016 fleet 
structure assessment increased the tar-
get number for large surface combat-
ants to 104 ships from the 88 ships 
called for under the previous 308-ship 
Navy requirement. Maintaining a 
steady and predictable production pro-
file for large ships will not only protect 
the help of our shipbuilding industrial 
base but also ensure that the Navy 
maintains an adequate number of these 
ships into the future. 

In Maine, we are very proud of the 
vital role Bath Iron Works plays in 
contributing to our national security 
by building and maintaining ships for 
the fleet. BIW is known throughout the 
fleet for the high quality of its ships 
that are built there, with many Sailors 
using the motto ‘‘Bath built is best 
built.’’ BIW employs the finest ship-
builders, engineers, and designers in 
the world. This bill rightly recognizes 
the great value that these tried and 
tested warships bring to the Navy. 

I am also proud of the continued in-
vestment this bill makes at our Na-
tion’s public shipyards. The additional 
$350 million provided for facility 
sustainment, research, restoration, and 
modernization, as well as the $176 mil-
lion for shipyard investment accelera-
tion, will help the Portsmouth Naval 
Shipyard in Kittery, ME, and other 
public shipyards keep our Nation’s sub-
marines at sea for years to come. 

This bill also makes critical invest-
ments in research and development 
programs that are being carried out in 
partnership with research institutions 
such as the University of Maine. These 
programs include producing jet fuel 
from Maine’s forest biomass, using 
structural thermoplastics for Army 
ground vehicles, conducting cellulose 
nanocomposite research for the Army, 
developing hybrid composite structures 
for the Navy, and participating in the 
Navy’s advanced hull form develop-
ment initiative, among many other es-
sential research and development 
projects. 

Our legislation invests in cutting 
edge, fifth generation aircraft by fund-
ing 89 F–35 aircraft. These state-of-the- 
art planes are truly the future of avia-
tion, and I am proud of Pratt & Whit-
ney’s contributions to this program 
through its construction of the F135 
engine at its facility in North Berwick, 
ME. 

Additionally, our legislation procures 
eight heavy-lift helicopters for the Ma-
rine Corps. The rotating drive shafts 
are a critical component of this air-
craft and are produced at Hunting 
Dearborn’s facility in Fryeburg, ME. 

The National Guard, as the Presiding 
Officer is well aware, provides our 
country with both a strategic and oper-
ational reserve which has proven itself 
time and again. 

I applaud the bill’s inclusion of pro-
viding $900 million to the National 
Guard and Reserve equipment account 
to modernize our Reserve Forces and 
ensure their full interoperability with 
the Active-Duty Force. 

Finally, the committee report en-
sures that Congress has sufficient over-
sight over any efforts to close or re-
align facilities of the Defense Finance 
and Accounting Service. DFAS, as it is 
called, maintains a highly efficient fa-
cility in Limestone, ME. It is respon-
sible for payments to our servicemem-
bers, DOD employees, vendors, and con-
tractors. Given this critical responsi-
bility, I applaud the work done by the 
hundreds of hard-working employees at 
Limestone, and I welcome their contin-
ued support of our Armed Forces. 

I am very pleased that we are pro-
ceeding the Defense appropriations 
bill, as well as the Labor-HHS appro-
priations legislation. I look forward to 
working with my colleagues to pass 
both bills in one package this week. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. I ask unanimous con-

sent that the order for the quorum call 
be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

ACCOMPLISHMENTS 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, this 

week marks the continuation of a bi-
partisan effort to actually do the work 
we were elected to do. 

The New York Times recently pub-
lished an article that said the Senate 
got its groove back. I don’t know if I 
would go that far, but certainly we are 
making some progress when it comes 
to these important funding bills. 

These two appropriation bills are two 
of the largest ones in the Federal Gov-
ernment. One, of course, is for the De-
partment of Defense which, appro-
priately, is the No. 1 priority of the 
Federal Government—to maintain the 
peace and keep our Nation safe. The 
other funds the Departments of Labor, 
Health and Human Services, and Edu-
cation. 

After we pass these bills this week, 
which we will, we will have passed 9 of 
the 12 appropriations bills, which cover 
87 percent of discretionary spending. 

I might add that when I mention dis-
cretionary spending, it is noteworthy 
that about 70 percent of what the Fed-
eral Government spends is not discre-
tionary spending. It is mandatory 

spending, which is another story in and 
of itself. 

But insofar as the Congress’s respon-
sibility to appropriate the funds in dis-
cretionary spending, we will have cov-
ered about 87 percent of that. 

I want to express my gratitude again 
to Chairman SHELBY and Vice Chair-
man LEAHY for their efforts in facili-
tating such a relatively smooth process 
on all of our appropriations bills so far. 
They have done a good job of managing 
the bills and, even more importantly, 
of managing the people and preventing 
this process from devolving into a 
quagmire, as it occasionally does. 

To give you an idea of how difficult 
this can be, it bears mentioning that it 
has been 15 years since the Senate last 
passed the Labor-Health-Education bill 
in time for the start of the fiscal year. 
So hats off to Mr. SHELBY and Mr. 
LEAHY. As the majority leader, Senator 
MCCONNELL, said yesterday, these two 
bills represent big strides toward 
avoiding another omnibus, which the 
President said he wanted to do, and ap-
propriating the taxpayers’ money the 
right way. 

The funding bills we are working on 
this week are important, but they are 
not the only developments worth not-
ing. Remember, recently we heard that 
in the second quarter of this year—the 
second 3-month period of this year— 
our economy grew at an astounding 4.1 
percent after years of economic stagna-
tion and wages that never seemed to go 
up. We were able to pass the Tax Cuts 
and Jobs Act at the end of last year, 
which helped provide a needed stimulus 
to the economy by putting more money 
into the pockets of the people who 
earned it. We were successful in low-
ering rates across the board and dou-
bled the child tax credit and standard 
deduction. 

Over the last 9 months, my constitu-
ents in Texas have been writing to me 
about the effect it has had on their 
lives. These are men and women like 
Virginia Davis, a small business owner 
who said the changes will help keep ex-
penses down and help her company buy 
new equipment. Then there is Suzan 
Casey, a widow in New Braunfels, TX, 
which is north of San Antonio, who is 
working part time even when facing 
health issues. She wrote and said that 
she appreciated our efforts at reform-
ing our outdated Tax Code and that 
every little bit helps, especially when 
she has been saving up the money to go 
visit her grandson in California. 

In Texas, our economy has been ro-
bust for a long time now. We heard 
that last month, more than 23,000 jobs 
were added—the 25th consecutive 
month of job growth in my home State. 
In some places, such as Midland in the 
Permian Basin, which is the center of 
the universe when it comes to oil and 
gas production, it seems, the unem-
ployment rate was as low as 2.2 per-
cent. It is hard to find anybody who 
will work in the Permian Basin, in the 
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Midland-Odessa area, because the econ-
omy is so strong that every able-bod-
ied, willing worker is essentially em-
ployed. These are positive signs, al-
though obviously there are stresses and 
strains that go along with it. 

Tax reform and the good economic 
news are complemented by other legis-
lative victories we have had on behalf 
of the American people during this 
Congress. 

We funded rebuilding efforts fol-
lowing natural disasters, such as Hurri-
cane Harvey. 

We enacted the Fix NICS Act and the 
STOP School Violence Act to help pro-
tect Americans from gun violence. 

We delivered real healthcare choices 
to American veterans with the VA 
MISSION Act. 

We passed occupational licensing re-
form, as well as banking reform, which 
helped our small banks, credit unions, 
and community banks get rid of some 
of the rules that never should have 
been applied to them in the first place 
because they weren’t the cause of the 
huge crisis that led to the great reces-
sion just a few short years ago. It 
wasn’t the community banks—it was 
Wall Street and some of the overreach 
there—but community banks in small 
towns in and around Texas and else-
where were the collateral damage. 

This last year and a half, we fought 
sex trafficking by passing legislation 
targeting internet predators, and we 
have worked hard and I think helped to 
reduce the rape kit backlog. 

We have confirmed a total of 53 
judges this Congress, including 26 cir-
cuit court judges, 26 district judges, 
and a Supreme Court Justice, Neil 
Gorsuch. 

NOMINATION OF BRETT KAVANAUGH 
Mr. President, 2 weeks from today, 

we will start the confirmation hearing 
of the next Supreme Court Justice we 
will consider, and that is Judge Brett 
Kavanaugh, who has been nominated to 
succeed Justice Anthony Kennedy as 
an Associate Justice on the U.S. Su-
preme Court. 

As I said, his hearing is set for the 
first week of September, and I hope we 
will move quickly to vote on his con-
firmation after the hearing. His con-
firmation process includes the largest 
production of documents ever in the 
Senate’s consideration of a Supreme 
Court nominee. I appreciate Chairman 
CHUCK GRASSLEY’s spearheading the ef-
fort in such a transparent, efficient, 
and thorough manner. 

To see how a judge will behave once 
elevated to the Supreme Court, the 
best evidence of how they will perform 
their job is how they have performed as 
a lower court judge, as Judge 
Kavanaugh has been over the last 12 
years in the DC Circuit Court of Ap-
peals. The best way to find out about 
his judicial philosophy, his tempera-
ment, and how he actually handles 
cases is to look at how he has done 
each of those things during the 12 years 
he has served on the DC Circuit. Yet we 
have heard some of our colleagues on 

the other side, including the minority 
leader and the former Judiciary chair-
man, Senator LEAHY, who actually 
used to agree with us that the best way 
to evaluate a nominee—for example, 
during Justice Sotomayor’s hearing— 
was by looking at their judicial record, 
but now they have changed their tune. 

In Judge Kavanaugh’s case, what the 
rulings show consistently is that he is 
a diligent and thoughtful judge. His 
rulings are clear, they are impartial, 
and he strives to achieve justice in 
each one. 

Yesterday, I mentioned some of the 
cases in which Judge Kavanaugh’s 
opinions, whether written as part of 
the majority opinion or the dissent, 
were vindicated by an adoption of that 
position and that opinion, essentially, 
by the Supreme Court on a 9-to-0 basis, 
but I would like to talk about another 
couple of arguments that have now 
started to bubble up. 

As I like to say, a false charge 
unrebutted is sometimes a charge be-
lieved, so we have to work hard to re-
mind people that just because someone 
says something about Judge 
Kavanaugh’s record, it is not nec-
essarily true. 

The first claim that has now popped 
up is that he is somehow an ‘‘anti- 
worker radical.’’ This is a phrase 
coined by the pundit Paul Krugman of 
the New York Times. It sounds pretty 
ugly. I guess it means that the judge is 
predisposed, when deciding cases, to 
find against employees and hard-work-
ing men and women in favor of man-
agement and big business. But the fact 
is, Judge Kavanaugh’s record indicates 
exactly the opposite. 

In one case, a pro se litigant had been 
terminated after filing a discrimina-
tion complaint. Judge Kavanaugh 
joined the majority in a ruling for the 
employee, finding that a reasonable 
jury could have found unlawful dis-
crimination, harassment, and retalia-
tion against the plaintiff. That doesn’t 
sound like an anti-worker radical to 
me. 

Judge Kavanaugh wrote a separate 
concurrence that a racial epithet that 
may have been used could create a hos-
tile work environment, even if uttered 
a single time. 

In another case, involving a terrible 
accident involving a trainer of a killer 
whale at a theme park, Judge 
Kavanaugh did not simply defer to 
large corporate interests. In fact, the 
strict question of liability, which 
would have implicated State and Fed-
eral tort law, was not even before him, 
nor was the question of whether the 
work environment at the theme park 
was unreasonably dangerous. Instead, 
the question before the court and be-
fore Judge Kavanaugh was one of ad-
ministrative law. 

Judge Kavanaugh argued persua-
sively that a Federal agency had ig-
nored congressional intent when inter-
preting a statute in self-serving ways 
to give itself, the Federal agency, au-
thority that Congress had not con-

ferred. He argued that this agency had 
made arbitrary distinctions between 
different kinds of sporting and enter-
tainment events and departed from 
longstanding agency precedent. That 
actually was the crux of his decision, 
despite the mischaracterization from 
some of the critics. 

We can count on Judge Kavanaugh to 
appropriately consider overreach by 
the administrative state and to enforce 
the rule of law that protects both cor-
porations and individual workers. I 
think we have plenty evidence of that. 

One additional line of attack is that 
the judge has somehow been insuffi-
ciently protective of Fourth Amend-
ment privacy rights, but one expert at 
the libertarian Cato Institute who has 
analyzed the judge’s record in detail 
found that Judge Kavanaugh is a ‘‘big 
step forward for constitutional lib-
erty.’’ Among other things, this expert 
noted that Judge Kavanaugh had been 
a leading advocate of interpreting stat-
utes to include robust mens rea protec-
tion. In other words, in criminal stat-
utes, before you can be convicted of a 
crime, you have to have criminal in-
tent. That is mens rea. 

Judge Kavanaugh has authored 307 
opinions on the DC Circuit and has at-
tracted praise from across the ideolog-
ical spectrum for the clarity of his 
thought and expression and the preci-
sion of his legal reasoning. He respects 
the roles and responsibilities that are 
assigned to the different branches of 
our government by the Constitution, 
and he sees the proper role of the judi-
ciary as a narrow one, albeit an impor-
tant one. It does not make policy. It 
interprets the law and applies it to in-
dividual cases, one at a time, impar-
tially, with no eye toward the outcome 
or the politics of the case. 

The truth is, I believe that after the 
hearing we will have the week of Sep-
tember 4, the American people will 
conclude, as I have concluded based on 
my knowledge of Judge Kavanaugh for 
the last 18 years, that he is an emi-
nently qualified and well-respected ju-
rist by all those who know him and are 
familiar with his work. I look forward 
to confirming him as a Justice early 
this fall, hopefully in time for the Oc-
tober term of the Supreme Court, the 
first Monday in October. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3761 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I rise 

to offer an amendment to the legisla-
tion we are working on that would 
make sure security clearances are re-
voked on a going-forward basis only for 
valid national security reasons—not to 
change the subject on a bad news day, 
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not to threaten career government em-
ployees, and especially not to carry out 
political retribution. 

Virginia is home to tens of thousands 
of dedicated men and women who serve 
in our intelligence and defense commu-
nities. Over the years, as Senator and 
vice chairman of the Intelligence Com-
mittee, I have met literally thousands 
of FBI agents, CIA officers, military 
servicemembers, contractors, and other 
public servants who hold security 
clearances. These men and women 
work day in and day out, often thank-
lessly, to keep America safe. 

Do you know what? I have no idea, 
amongst those Americans who have 
those security clearances, which of 
them are Democrats and which of them 
are Republicans, and that is the way 
our system is supposed to work. 

The Federal Government grants secu-
rity clearances only to those individ-
uals who can be trusted with our Na-
tion’s secrets. Applicants go through 
intense, lengthy background checks, 
interviews, and even, in many cases, lie 
detector tests, not to mention exten-
sive rechecks for suitability every few 
years. Only then, after this process, do 
we allow them to serve in some of the 
toughest intelligence and national se-
curity jobs. We ask a great deal of 
these dedicated professionals, but what 
we don’t ask about are their political 
views. 

Since the mid-1990s, the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations has governed the 13 
criteria under which personnel are 
deemed eligible or ineligible for secu-
rity clearances and access to classified 
information. Amongst those 13 reasons 
to actually get a security clearance or 
to lose a security clearance is included: 
allegiance to the United States, being 
subjected to foreign influence, finan-
cial considerations, and others. When 
you look through that list of 13—and I 
have it over here—none of those cri-
teria includes political speech, nor 
should they. Our national security is 
too important to infect with political 
partisanship. 

I believe that more than ever, in 
light of the President’s actions last 
week when this President revoked the 
clearance of former CIA Director Bren-
nan and, equally important, if not 
more important, when he threatened to 
revoke the clearances of numerous 
former and even current national secu-
rity professionals. These individuals 
collectively have hundreds of years of 
honorable service to our country under 
their belts. No one can seriously ques-
tion their fitness or loyalty to this 
country. 

Unfortunately, what we know—which 
is what happened last week and which, 
unfortunately, happens too many times 
out of this White House—is that this is 
all about politics. According to media 
reports, White House officials have dis-
cussed how to issue the revocations on 
a going-forward basis to other enumer-
ated individuals to distract from bad 
news stories. I hope these reports of 
the White House’s plans are mistaken. 

True or not, we need only listen to 
the President’s words to know these ef-
forts are politically motivated. I will 
admit I had missed the widely pub-
licized press event at which the White 
House announced the President’s ‘‘en-
emies’ list.’’ Yet anyone who looks at 
this list will notice some common fac-
tors in that they all served in the pre-
vious administration, and in the time 
since, several have exercised their 
First Amendment right to criticize this 
President for his policies. Many of 
those on the list have also had some in-
volvement in the investigation into 
Russia’s assault on our democracy in 
2016. For that—in many cases, for doing 
their jobs—they are now being pun-
ished or will be potentially punished by 
this President and this White House. 

In the President’s own words, ‘‘These 
people led it . . . so I think it’s some-
thing that had to be done.’’ 

This is truly a dangerous precedent. 
For the first time since President Ei-
senhower created the security clear-
ance process as we know it, the Presi-
dent of the United States is abusing 
one of his most important national se-
curity tools in order to punish his po-
litical opponents. As one of my friends 
on the other side of the aisle men-
tioned, it is something that would be 
more akin to something coming out of 
a banana republic. 

Perhaps even more troubling is the 
message this President is sending to 
those who are currently serving in gov-
ernment service. It is pretty clear he is 
sending a message that says to think 
twice before working on anything this 
President doesn’t like, to think twice 
before you express a political opinion, 
even if it is in private. The White 
House broadcast this message loud and 
clear when it threatened to revoke the 
clearance of a midlevel employee at 
the Department of Justice. 

This is a clear attempt of intimi-
dating others in the bureaucracy. If 
this President is successful in revoking 
this first wave of clearances, there is 
no question these actions will threaten 
the ongoing Russia investigation—an 
investigation that, again today, 
claimed two more guilty convictions, 
an investigation that has already re-
sulted, prior to today, in 5 guilty pleas 
and 35 indictments. As I mentioned, 
today included the conviction of the 
President’s campaign manager. 

Unfortunately, the President’s ac-
tions don’t just harm the individuals 
involved; these tactics threaten our na-
tional security institutions them-
selves. The Pentagon, the intelligence 
community, the FBI, the Department 
of Justice, and the rest of our national 
security structures depend on seasoned 
career professionals who do not act out 
of partisan motivations. Threatening 
their clearances—threatening their 
livelihoods and their families—is a 
clear attempt at undermining an ongo-
ing, legitimate criminal investigation 
into what Russia did in 2016. If success-
ful, the President’s actions threaten to 
politicize our national security institu-

tions even more so than they have al-
ready done. 

The President has significant author-
ity as head of the executive branch, but 
there is widespread agreement that he 
should not be able to use these powers 
to get payback against Americans who 
criticize him. All of us in this body 
agree that no President should be able 
to order the IRS to audit political en-
emies, and we all agree no President 
should be able to order wiretaps 
against those who displease him. We 
should also all agree that a President 
should not have the power to remove 
clearances for reasons that have noth-
ing to do with national security and 
certainly not because an individual ex-
presses his or her right to free speech. 

I ask my colleagues to support the 
Warner amendment. I ask the majority 
leader to make sure this amendment 
gets a fair vote, up or down, on the 
floor of the Senate because I believe 
the Senate must take a stand against 
any attempts to punish political speech 
or to threaten our national security 
professionals by arbitrarily taking 
away their security clearances. 

We currently have in place real and 
prudent guidelines for issuing and re-
voking clearances, guidelines that are 
based on national security and not on 
political considerations. We cannot 
allow those to be supplemented by 
crass partisanship or attempts by this 
President to punish his enemies. We 
have come way too far from the dark 
days of Watergate to allow this type of 
attack against career professionals 
who have faithfully served our Nation 
with honor and dignity. We should de-
mand better from this President. We 
can take that action by passing this 
amendment. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

RUBIO). The Senator from Iowa. 
NOMINATION OF BRETT KAVANAUGH 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, as I 
have now for several weeks spoken to 
my colleagues about the nomination of 
Judge Brett Kavanaugh, I return to 
further elaborate on where we are in 
that process. 

Two weeks from today, Judge Brett 
Kavanaugh will appear before the Sen-
ate Judiciary Committee for the first 
day of his confirmation hearing. I am 
quite excited to finally hear from him 
in that forum. He is one of the most 
qualified nominees to have ever been 
picked for the Supreme Court, and he 
has contributed a great deal to his 
community and the legal profession, 
besides being an outstanding judge on 
the DC Circuit Court of Appeals. 

Apparently, the other side has found 
very little in his record that is objec-
tionable. The only thing I keep hearing 
is their unprecedented demand for mil-
lions and millions of pages of irrele-
vant documents on top of the hundreds 
of thousands of pages we have already 
received. Indeed, the Senate Demo-
cratic leaders have demanded the 
search of every email and every scrap 
of paper from every one of the hun-
dreds of White House aides who came 
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and went for the entire 8 years of the 
George W. Bush Presidency. The Sen-
ate Democratic leaders have even re-
fused to utilize search terms—and 
other ways—in order to limit the uni-
verse of millions and millions of pages 
of records that would require a con-
secutive review by the Archives and 
both the former and incumbent Presi-
dents’ teams of lawyers even before the 
Senate Judiciary Committee could 
have begun its own search. These re-
views would have taken many months, 
and some people have said they would 
have taken beyond this year. 

We know the true reason for their 
unprecedented document demand, 
which is to deny Judge Kavanaugh’s 
confirmation until after the midterm 
elections, when the Senate Democrats 
hope to win back the Senate and block 
Judge Kavanaugh’s nomination for-
ever. 

Democratic leaders announced their 
opposition to Judge Kavanaugh imme-
diately after he was nominated. Can 
you believe that? Some Senators an-
nounced their opposition to any one of 
the 25 potential nominees before the 
President even announced he was pick-
ing Judge Kavanaugh. The minority 
leader said he would oppose Judge 
Kavanaugh with everything he has. 

This desire to obstruct the entire 
process explains their partisan push to 
bury the Senate Judiciary Committee 
in a mountain of irrelevant paperwork. 
They also want to divert attention 
from the very impressive record Judge 
Kavanaugh has. Democratic leaders 
know Judge Kavanaugh is the exact 
type of Justice the American people 
want. By the way, when he was a can-
didate—way before his election—the 
President named the people whom he 
was going to appoint and the types of 
people he was thinking. 

Judge Kavanaugh has served for 12 
years on the DC Circuit Court of Ap-
peals. During that time, he has au-
thored more than 300 opinions and has 
joined in hundreds of others. In 13 sepa-
rate cases, the U.S. Supreme Court has 
adopted legal positions that have been 
advanced by Judge Kavanaugh’s opin-
ions on the DC Circuit. That is a very 
impressive record that few people on 
the circuit court of appeals can claim. 

The majority’s staff on the Senate 
Judiciary Committee has already re-
ceived more than 10,000 pages of judi-
cial opinions Judge Kavanaugh wrote 
or joined, more than 17,000 pages of ma-
terials Judge Kavanaugh provided in 
response to the most robust question-
naire ever submitted for a Supreme 
Court nominee, and more than 260,000 
pages of emails and other records from 
Judge Kavanaugh’s executive branch 
legal service. This morning, the com-
mittee received close to 170,000 pages of 
additional records from Judge 
Kavanaugh’s executive branch legal 
service. We now have more than 430,000 
pages from Judge Kavanaugh’s time in 
the executive branch—by far, the most 
ever received for a Supreme Court 
nominee. The majority’s staff will fin-

ish reading every one of these pages be-
fore Judge Kavanaugh’s hearing, which 
will start the day after Labor Day. 

I am following the precedent that 
was established during Justice Kagan’s 
confirmation, when the Senate asked 
for many but not all of Justice Kagan’s 
executive branch documents. We re-
ceived documents from two out of 
three executive branch positions that 
Justice Kagan held. We received docu-
ments from Justice Kagan’s time in 
the White House Counsel’s Office and 
on the U.S. Domestic Policy Council. 
Senators from both parties agreed not 
to request internal documents from her 
time in the Office of the Solicitor Gen-
eral because of their sensitivity. Like-
wise, then, we are asking for docu-
ments from two of Judge Kavanaugh’s 
positions in the executive branch but 
not from a third, which follows the 
practice of Justice Kagan’s confirma-
tion. 

We have asked for documents from 
Judge Kavanaugh’s time in the White 
House Counsel’s Office and the Office of 
Independent Counsel, but we didn’t ask 
for documents from his time as Staff 
Secretary because, even more so than 
Justice Kagan’s Solicitor General doc-
uments, they are incredibly sensitive 
to the executive branch. I will add that 
both positions for which we requested 
Judge Kavanaugh’s documents were 
legal positions. Those documents could 
shed some light on his legal thinking. 

The Staff Secretary, another position 
that Judge Kavanaugh held at the 
White House, is a nonlegal position, 
and it wouldn’t reveal anything about 
Judge Kavanaugh’s legal thinking. 

On the other hand, we didn’t receive 
documents from Justice Kagan’s time 
in one of the two legal positions that 
she held. We didn’t receive her Solic-
itor General documents, despite a 
heightened need for them to assess Jus-
tice Kagan’s legal thinking. After all, 
Justice Kagan had no legal or judicial 
experience. In other words, she was not 
a judge prior to going to the Supreme 
Court, as Judge Kavanaugh is. 

In contrast to Judge Kavanaugh’s 12- 
year judicial track record, the 307 opin-
ions Kavanaugh wrote, and the hun-
dreds more he joined, Judge Kagan 
wrote or joined zero opinions. Judge 
Kavanaugh wrote or joined over 10,000 
pages of judicial opinions, compared to 
Justice Kagan’s zero pages. In short, 
we have received many more pages of 
more relevant documents for Judge 
Kavanaugh than we did for Justice 
Kagan. 

This more thorough and more trans-
parent production is also on top of the 
thousands of pages of Judge 
Kavanaugh’s publicly available mate-
rials, including his extensive and im-
pressive judicial record. Nevertheless, 
Democratic leaders accuse me of hiding 
documents. Consider the hundreds of 
thousands that are available, and I am 
being accused of hiding documents. 

They are doing that because I have 
agreed to hold some documents as com-
mittee confidential. But during Justice 

Kagan’s and Justice Gorsuch’s nomina-
tions, we agreed to receive as com-
mittee confidential documents that 
contain material that are restricted by 
the Federal law that we call the Presi-
dential Records Act. 

As the current chairman, that is ex-
actly what I have agreed to do this 
time. As I have explained many times 
over the last month, I agreed to receive 
documents on a committee-confiden-
tial basis as an initial matter to allow 
the committee to accelerate our review 
of Judge Kavanaugh’s record, while at 
the same time making sure that re-
stricted material, such as Social Secu-
rity numbers for individuals, bank in-
formation for individuals, or confiden-
tial advice given to the President, are 
not exposed to the public, as everybody 
would expect us to be that careful. 

Then-Chairman LEAHY also agreed to 
receive documents on a committee- 
confidential basis in 2010 ‘‘to permit 
the Committee prompt access to 
them.’’ I have done exactly the same 
thing in the case of Judge Kavanaugh. 

All of those documents don’t nec-
essarily remain confidential forever be-
cause there is a process. They are re-
viewed a second time, and if they don’t 
contain any material restricted by law 
for public access, we quickly release 
those documents to the public. Thus, 
we end up in exactly the same place as 
we did with Justice Kagan and Justice 
Gorsuch: Material restricted by the 
statute is held committee confidential, 
while nonrestricted material is re-
leased to the public. 

I would like to add that all docu-
ments we have received, including 
committee-confidential documents, at 
this very moment are available to 
every Member of the Senate. My staff 
is happy to make these documents 
available to any Senator interested in 
reviewing them. 

Now, my friends on the other side of 
the aisle complain that a lawyer by the 
name of Bill Burck, rather than the 
National Archives, is deciding what is 
considered restricted, but that is not 
true at all. The National Archives has 
been reviewing Judge Kavanaugh’s 
emails, as I requested. These archivists 
are public employees, and they have in-
formed President Bush and President 
Trump that, in the opinion of the pro-
fessional archival staff, nearly two- 
thirds of the emails that these public 
servants have reviewed thus far con-
tain restricted material and should not 
be released to the public. That means 
that under the same standard applied 
to Justice Kagan and Justice Gorsuch, 
the Committee will have to hold two- 
thirds of the documents reviewed by 
the National Archives as committee 
confidential when we receive them. 

Following historical practice, official 
records generally are produced to the 
Senate for our review, and personal 
records generally are not. The Obama- 
appointed Archivist of the United 
States and his team of career archi-
vists are making the ultimate decision 
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on whether Judge Kavanaugh’s execu-
tive branch records are official—avail-
able to the committee and to the pub-
lic—or personal. It is simply absurd to 
suggest that anyone is hiding any-
thing. So I hope I don’t hear that com-
plaint anymore. 

I hope my colleagues on the other 
side of the aisle put aside politics and 
reconsider their reckless demands for 
the immediate release—for the whole 
world to see—of documents that con-
tain full names, dates of birth, Social 
Security numbers, bank account num-
bers, personal communications with 
family members, other sensitive mat-
ters affecting personal privacy, and, of 
course, some of the more sensitive 
issues related to the President’s core 
constitutional duties. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, we 

are making good progress on the rather 
large package of appropriations bills, 
including Defense and Labor and HHS, 
but just to make sure we are in a posi-
tion to wrap it up before we depart for 
the week, I send a cloture motion to 
the desk for Senate amendment No. 
3695. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on Senate 
amendment No. 3695 to Calendar No. 500, 
H.R. 6157, an act making appropriations for 
the Department of Defense for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2019, and for other pur-
poses. 

Mitch McConnell, Orrin G. Hatch, Jerry 
Moran, Lindsey Graham, Mike Crapo, 
Richard C. Shelby, John Thune, John 
Cornyn, John Hoeven, Shelley Moore 
Capito, Johnny Isakson, Pat Roberts, 
Steve Daines, John Boozman, Richard 
Burr, Lisa Murkowski, Roy Blunt. 

CLOTURE MOTION 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 

send a cloture motion to the desk for 
H.R. 6157. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clo-
ture motion having been presented 
under rule XXII, the Chair directs the 
clerk to read the motion. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

CLOTURE MOTION 
We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-

ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on Calendar 

No. 500, H.R. 6157, an act making appropria-
tions for the Department of Defense for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2019, and for 
other purposes. 

Mitch McConnell, Orrin G. Hatch, Jerry 
Moran, Lindsey Graham, Mike Crapo, 
Richard C. Shelby, John Thune, John 
Cornyn, John Hoeven, Shelley Moore 
Capito, Johnny Isakson, Pat Roberts, 
Steve Daines, John Boozman, Richard 
Burr, Lisa Murkowski, Roy Blunt. 

f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak 
therein for up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Ms. HEITKAMP. Mr. President, I was 
necessarily absent for yesterday’s 
votes on S.A. 3705 and S.A. 3706 to H.R. 
6157 so I could join the Secretary of the 
Air Force during her visit to Grand 
Forks Air Force Base in my home 
State. Had I been present, I would have 
voted yea on the amendments. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO MICHAEL ‘‘TONY’’ 
DUNNE AND BRANDON ‘‘RAY’’ 
SEABOLT 

Mr. INHOFE. Mr. President, it is my 
honor to pay tribute today to two ex-
ceptional Oklahomans and patriots, re-
tired Army Chief Warrant Officer Mi-
chael ‘‘Tony’’ Dunne of Webber Falls, 
OK, and retired Army Chief Warrant 
Officer Brandon ‘‘Ray’’ Seabolt of 
Skiatook, OK. On August 14, 2018, both 
were awarded the Office of the Sec-
retary of Defense Medal for Valor, the 
highest civilian award presented by the 
Department of Defense. 

On August 7, 2015, Tony was working 
at Camp Integrity, just north of Kabul, 
Afghanistan, executing duties as con-
tractors for the Department of Defense 
when a potent vehicle-borne impro-
vised explosive device impaled the 
main gate and knocked down a guard 
tower. Without hesitation, Tony 
rushed to the fight and evacuated a 
wounded servicemember from the 
scene, undoubtedly saving their life. 
From his actions that day and others, 
Tony has been honored for exceptional 
gallantry in repeatedly putting himself 
in harm’s way to assist in countering 
multiple insurgent threats, helping to 
save lives at the risk of his own. 

On December 17, 2015, Ray was serv-
ing as a counter-IED expert in congru-
ence with U.S. Special Forces and Af-
ghan partners when they were am-
bushed by enemy fire. Without regard 
for his own life, Ray jumped to action 
and single-handedly fended off the in-
surgent onslaught, allowing the recov-
ery force to approach the scene with 
little resistance. Ray has deservedly 
been recognized for his bravery and 
confidence in supporting multiple en-
gagements with the enemy with dev-

astating effects and for providing tac-
tical advice and assistance in the suc-
cessful recovery of servicemembers. 

Oklahoma is truly honored and proud 
to claim Tony and Ray, two patriots 
that exemplify the ultimate in bravery 
and courage in support of our country’s 
most critical national security mis-
sions both at home and overseas. 

Created in the aftermath of the Sep-
tember 11 attacks, the Medal for Valor 
recognizes government employees and 
private citizens who perform an act of 
heroism or sacrifice, with voluntary 
risk to their personal safety in the face 
of danger. Tony and Ray’s well-de-
served medals, along with one other 
awarded on August 14, bring the total 
number of Medals for Valor to 17 
awarded since September 11, 2001. This 
exemplifies the recognition of immense 
sacrifice that this small group has 
made for our Nation. Now, Tony and 
Ray’s names will permanently reside in 
the Pentagon’s Hall of Heroes, distin-
guished among our Nation’s best. 

f 

REMEMBERING OPHA MAY 
JOHNSON 

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. President, August 
13, 2018, marked the centennial of 
women serving in the U.S. Marine 
Corps. I am proud that Indiana was 
home to the first woman to serve in 
the Marine Corps, Opha May Johnson. 

Mrs. Johnson was born in Kokomo, 
IN, on May 4, 1878. Before becoming a 
marine at the age of 39, she graduated 
from Wood’s Commercial Business Col-
lege and worked diligently for 14 years 
in the Interstate Commerce Depart-
ment. 

Like many Americans during WWI, 
Mrs. Johnson heeded the Nation’s call 
and took the oath without hesitation 
on August 13, 1918. She was the first of 
300 women who worked at the Marine 
Corps headquarters in Virginia. After 5 
weeks in the service, she was promoted 
to the rank of sergeant and remained 
on Active Duty until February 1919, 3 
months after the end of WWI. Mrs. 
Johnson remained in civil service until 
her retirement in 1943. 

Mrs. Johnson was the first of a group 
of trailblazing women in the Marine 
Corps, and it is with overwhelming 
pride that I recognize her service to 
this country. As a marine and Hoosier, 
I ask that you join me today in hon-
oring Opha May Johnson and all of the 
courageous marines following in her 
footsteps. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO KEN FLANZ 
Mr. CRAPO. Mr. President, today, I 

wish to salute Ken Flanz, my longtime 
legislative director and senior-most 
legislative policy adviser who is retir-
ing from the Senate, for his nearly 30 
years of devoted congressional service. 

Next month, he joins his loving wife, 
Meghan, in her hometown in southern 
California. I was honored to attend 
their wedding in 2003 at St. John’s 
Church near the White House, with 
their families and friends. 
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Ken has been an integral part of my 

legislative team since he became part 
of my staff in 1997 during my service in 
the U.S. House of Representatives. He 
joined my staff after working for 
former Representative Martin Hoke, 
from 1993–1997 and former Representa-
tive Bill McCollum, from 1990–1991. His 
tenure on Capitol Hill has a wide 
range, having worked in both legisla-
tive bodies, in every Congress stretch-
ing back to the 101st Congress, five 
Presidential administrations, leader-
ship shifts, and staff changes. His in-
tegrity, dedication, and longevity have 
served my State and our Nation well 
throughout. 

Beyond his leadership on my senior 
management team, Ken has taken on 
tremendous responsibilities, as I have 
counted on him to cover many dif-
ferent issues over the years. He has 
been a trusted counsel, providing de-
tailed work and advancing my policy 
agenda on diverse matters, including 
appropriations, international trade, in-
telligence, foreign affairs, energy, the 
environment, government reform, and 
the Federal judiciary. This includes his 
work covering my role as a Commis-
sioner on the National Commission on 
Fiscal Responsibility and Reform and 
leadership with the Canada-U.S. Inter-
parliamentary Group for many years. 
Ken understands the nuance, skill, and 
discretion needed to effectively navi-
gate work with other countries and dif-
fering viewpoints, and he has taken on 
the challenges with tact and diplo-
macy. 

Ken also assisted with my assign-
ments on at least six committees, in-
cluding Senate Finance; Senate Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs; Sen-
ate Environment and Public Works; 
Senate Judiciary; Senate Indian Af-
fairs; and the Joint Select Committee 
on Solvency of Multiemployer Pension 
Plans. During my tenure in the House, 
he also assisted me on the House En-
ergy and Commerce and Agriculture 
Committees. 

He has always been ready and able to 
fill gaps and cover what needs to be 
done as he has supported and filled out 
the staff. In addition to his principal 
issue assignments, he has covered 
taxes, healthcare, and education when 
staff vacancies occurred or the need re-
quired. Simply put, the complete list of 
policy issues he has handled through-
out his time in Congress is extensive 
and likely too long test. 

Ken can also point to achievements 
in helping me enact legislation relat-
ing to environmental protections, de-
fense initiatives, Tribal sovereignty, 
land conveyances, and delivering as-
sistance to Idaho communities and in-
stitutions. He was also instrumental in 
advancing and confirming executive 
branch and judicial branch nominees 
important to Idaho. 

As legislative director, Ken has man-
aged, led, and mentored over five dozen 
legislative team members and agency 
fellows. He has trained and guided so 
many young legislative minds into suc-

cessful careers and shared his consum-
mate understanding of the legislative 
process and policy efforts. 

It is telling on how much Ken has 
valued his relationship and mentorship 
with those on his staff when he re-
quested, as a farewell gesture, photos 
with each one who could be available 
during his last month in my office. 
Without exception, they all trust and 
admire Ken and point to his guidance 
as part of their successes today. 

He has an extraordinary depth of 
knowledge and understanding that has 
been invaluable and will be deeply 
missed in and beyond the Senate com-
munity where he has worked with 
many colleagues over the years. As a 
Stennis Congressional Fellow and a 
Woodrow Wilson Foreign Policy Fel-
low, Ken deepened his knowledge and 
skills that have made him effective in 
his commitment to serve the public. 

I extend my deep gratitude to you, 
Ken, for the more than 21 years you 
have devoted to serving as member of 
my staff and the 28 years you have 
worked in Congress. Thank you for 
your thoughtful guidance all of these 
years. I wish you and Meghan all the 
best as you head West and start your 
next chapter. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

RECOGNIZING KRTV 

∑ Mr. TESTER. Mr. President, today I 
wish to honor the fine broadcasters at 
KRTV in Great Falls, MT, who are 
celebrating their 60th year on the air. 

On June 27, 1958, KRTV went live 
with its first broadcast, only to be 
promptly knocked off the air by a se-
vere windstorm that damaged its tele-
vision tower, but as they would prove, 
time and again, nothing could keep 
KRTV from bringing the news of the 
day to northcentral Montana. Three 
months later, they were back on the 
air, and they have been leading the 
way ever since. 

In 1960, KRTV pioneered the first live 
broadcast from the Montana State 
Fair. At the time, it was a historic 
technological development in 
northcentral Montana. In 1961, they 
began broadcasting in color, bringing 
life to storytelling and breaking news. 
Every day since, KRTV has set the 
standard for excellence in broadcast 
journalism in Montana, winning EB 
Craney newscast of the year numerous 
times. 

They have covered events large and 
small, from Presidential visits and his-
toric flooding to six-man football and 
fall harvest. Legendary broadcasters 
like Norma Ashby laid the groundwork 
for the familiar faces of Tim 
McGonigal and Shannon Newth and so 
many others. They have brought the 
news to Great Falls and its sur-
rounding market area with passion, 
grace, and persistence. 

For 60 years, KRTV has been a shin-
ing example of how much local news 

matters to a community. I know the 
next 60 years will be as good as the 
first.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Ms. Cuccia, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session the Presiding 
Officer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 
States submitting sundry nominations 
which were referred to the appropriate 
committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.) 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

At 12:49 p.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Ms. Yahner, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mrs. COMSTOCK) has signed the 
following enrolled bill: 

S. 717. An act to promote pro bono legal 
services as a critical way in which to em-
power survivors of domestic violence. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–6190. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Cerevisane (cell walls of Saccharo-
myces cerevisiae strain LAS117); Exemption 
from the Requirement of a Tolerance’’ (FRL 
No. 9980–51) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on August 7, 2018; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and For-
estry. 

EC–6191. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Picoxystrobin; Pesticide Tolerances’’ 
(FRL No. 9980–47) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on August 7, 2018; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC–6192. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Spinetoram; Pesticide Tolerances’’ 
(FRL No. 9978–83) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on August 7, 2018; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC–6193. A communication from the Asso-
ciate General Counsel, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting, pursuant to law, four 
(4) reports relative to vacancies in the De-
partment of Agriculture, received in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on August 
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9, 2018; to the Committee on Agriculture, Nu-
trition, and Forestry. 

EC–6194. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Management and Budget, Exec-
utive Office of the President, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a notification of the Presi-
dent’s intent to exempt all military per-
sonnel accounts from sequestration for fiscal 
year 2019, if a sequestration is necessary; to 
the Committees on Appropriations; Armed 
Services; and the Budget. 

EC–6195. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Office of Management and Budget, 
Executive Office of the President, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the August, 2018 
monthly cumulative report on rescissions; 
referred jointly, pursuant to the order of 
January 30, 1975, as modified by the order of 
April 11, 1986; to the Committees on Appro-
priations; Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs; the Budget; Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation; Energy and Natural Re-
sources; Environment and Public Works; Fi-
nance; Foreign Relations; Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions; and the Judiciary. 

EC–6196. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
violations of the Antideficiency Act that in-
volved fiscal years 2000–2015 Operation and 
Maintenance (OM), Defense-Wide, Weapons 
Procurement, Navy (WPN), International 
Military Education and Training (IMET), 
and Foreign Military Sales (FMS) funds, and 
was assigned case number 16–02; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. 

EC–6197. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Defense, transmitting a report on 
the approved retirement of General Glenn M. 
Walters, United States Marine Corps, and his 
advancement to the grade of general on the 
retired list; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC–6198. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Acquisition and 
Sustainment), transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled ‘‘Fiscal Year 2019 Oper-
ational Energy Budget Certification Re-
port’’; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–6199. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense (Legislative Af-
fairs), transmitting a legislative proposal; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–6200. A communication from the Presi-
dent of the United States, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report relative to the con-
tinuation of a national emergency declared 
in Executive Order 13222 with respect to the 
lapse of the Export Administration Act of 
1979; to the Committee on Banking, Housing, 
and Urban Affairs. 

EC–6201. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Suspension of Community 
Eligibility; Pennsylvania: Adams, Township 
of, Butler County’’ ((44 CFR Part 64) (Docket 
No. FEMA–2018–0002)) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on August 7, 2018; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC–6202. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Revi-
sion of Export and Reexport License Re-
quirements for Republic of South Sudan 
Under the Export Administration Regula-
tions’’ (RIN0694–AH52) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on August 7, 2018; to 
the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs. 

EC–6203. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 

Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘U.S.- 
India Major Defense Partners: Implementa-
tion Under the Export Administration Regu-
lations of India’s Membership in the 
Wassenaar Arrangement and Addition of 
India to Country Group A:5’’ (RIN0694–AH49) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on August 7, 2018; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–6204. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Export Administration, 
Bureau of Industry and Security, Depart-
ment of Commerce, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Addi-
tion of Certain Entities; And Modification of 
Entry on the Entity List’’ (RIN0694–AH42) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
August 7, 2018; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–6205. A communication from the Sec-
retary, Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Amendments to In-
vestment Advisers Act Rules to Reflect 
Changes Made by the FAST Act’’ (RIN3235– 
AM02) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on August 10, 2018; to the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–6206. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Suspension of Community 
Eligibility (Town of Ardmore, AL et al.)’’ ((44 
CFR Part 64) (Docket No. FEMA–2018–0002)) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on August 14, 2018; to the Committee on 
Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–6207. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Arkansas’’ (FRL 
No. 9981–41–Region 6) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on August 7, 2018; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

EC–6208. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Connecticut; 1997 
8-hour Ozone Attainment Demonstration’’ 
(FRL No. 9981–40–Region 1) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on August 7, 
2018; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–6209. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Maine; Infrastruc-
ture Requirement for the 2010 Nitrogen Diox-
ide National Ambient Air Quality Standard’’ 
(FRL No. 9981–93–Region 1) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on August 7, 
2018; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–6210. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Rhode Island; 
Control of Volatile Organic Compound Emis-
sions, Control of Nitrogen Oxide Emissions, 
and Sulfur Content of Fuels’’ (FRL No. 9981– 
55–Region 1) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on August 7, 2018; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–6211. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Air Quality Designations for the 2012 
Primary Annual Fine Particle (PM2.5) Na-
tional Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS) for Areas in Florida’’ (FRL No. 
9981–95–OAR) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on August 7, 2018; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–6212. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of Air 
Quality Implementation Plans; Pennsyl-
vania; Adoption of Control Techniques 
Guidelines for Control of Volatile Organic 
Compound Emissions from Miscellaneous 
Metal Parts Surface Coating, Miscellaneous 
Plastic Parts Surface Coating, and Pleasure 
Craft Surface Coatings’’ (FRL No. 9981–97– 
Region 3) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on August 7, 2018; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–6213. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval and Promulgation of State 
Plans for Designated Facilities and Pollut-
ants; United States Virgin Islands; Commer-
cial and Industrial Solid Waste Incineration 
Units’’ (FRL No. 9981–99–Region 2) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on August 
7, 2018; to the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works. 

EC–6214. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Approval of Air Quality Implementa-
tion Plans; New Jersey; Infrastructure Re-
quirements for the 2012 PM2.5 NAAQS; Inter-
state Transport Provisions’’ (FRL No. 9981– 
83–Region 2) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on August 7, 2018; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–6215. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; California; San 
Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control 
District; Reasonably Available Control Tech-
nology Demonstration’’ (FRL No. 9981–09–Re-
gion 9) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on August 14, 2018; to the Committee 
on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–6216. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; ID, 
Incorporations by Reference Updates and 
Rule Revisions’’ (FRL No. 9982–59–Region 10) 
received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on August 14, 2018; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works. 

EC–6217. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Virginia; Re-
gional Haze Plan and Visibility for the 2010 
Sulfur Dioxide and 2012 Fine Particulate 
Matter Standards’’ (FRL No. 9982–32–Region 
3) received during adjournment of the Senate 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on August 14, 2018; to the Committee on En-
vironment and Public Works. 
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EC–6218. A communication from the Direc-

tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Significant New Use Rules on Certain 
Chemical Substances’’ (FRL No. 9971–37) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
August 14, 2018; to the Committee on Envi-
ronment and Public Works. 

EC–6219. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Congressional Affairs, Office of Nu-
clear Material Safety and Safeguards, Nu-
clear Regulatory Commission, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Consolidated Guidance About Materials Li-
censes: Program-Specific Guidance About 
Special Nuclear Material of Less Than Crit-
ical Mass Licenses’’ (NUREG–1556, Volume 7, 
Revision 1) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on August 14, 2018; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–6220. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Report to 
Congress on the Demonstration Project on 
Community Health Integration Models in 
Certain Rural Counties Interim Report 2018’’; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–6221. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Office of Regulations and Reports Clear-
ance, Social Security Administration, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Making Permanent the Attorney 
Advisor Program’’ (RIN0960–AI23) received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on August 
10, 2018; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–6222. A communication from the Chief 
of the Trade and Commercial Regulations 
Branch, Bureau of Customs and Border Pro-
tection, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Refund of Alcohol Excise 
Tax’’ (RIN1515–AE39) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on August 14, 2018; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

EC–6223. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Methods of Calcu-
lating W–2 Wages for Purposes of Section 
199A’’ (Notice 2018–64) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on August 7, 2018; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

EC–6224. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Partnership Rep-
resentative under the Centralized Partner-
ship Audit Regime and Election to Apply the 
Centralized Partnership Audit Regime’’ 
((RIN1545–BN41) (TD 9839)) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on August 14, 
2018; to the Committee on Finance. 

EC–6225. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Method Change 
Guidance for Small Business Taxpayers 
under Sections 448, 263A, 460, and 471’’ (Rev. 
Proc. 2018–40) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on August 14, 2018; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

EC–6226. A communication from the Assist-
ant Legal Adviser for Treaty Affairs, Depart-
ment of State, transmitting, pursuant to the 
Case-Zablocki Act, 1 U.S.C. 112b, as amended, 
the report of the texts and background state-

ments of international agreements, other 
than treaties (List 2018–0140—2018–0146); to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

EC–6227. A communication from the Execu-
tive Secretary, U.S. Agency for Inter-
national Development (USAID), transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to a 
vacancy in the position of Assistant Admin-
istrator for Legislative and Public Affairs, 
U.S. Agency for International Development 
(USAID), received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on August 14, 2018; to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

EC–6228. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary for Legislation, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report entitled ‘‘Low In-
come Home Energy Assistance Program 
(LIHEAP) Report to Congress for Fiscal Year 
2015’’; to the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–6229. A communication from the Dep-
uty White House Liaison, Department of 
Education, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a vacancy in the position of As-
sistant Secretary, Office of Career, Tech-
nical, and Adult Education, Department of 
Education, received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on August 14, 2018; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–6230. A communication from the Assist-
ant General Counsel for Regulatory Services, 
Office of Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation, Department of Education, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Outdated or Superseded Regulations– 
Title I, Part A Improving Programs Operated 
by Local Education Agencies (LEAs) (se-
lected sections); Title I, Part B Even Start 
Family Literacy Program; Title I, Part C 
Migrant Education Program (selected sec-
tions); Christa McAuliffe Fellowship Pro-
gram; and Empowerment Zone or Enterprise 
Community–Priority’’ received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on August 9, 2018; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

EC–6231. A communication from the Assist-
ant Secretary, Employee Benefits Security 
Administration, Department of Labor, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Short-Term, Limited-Duration In-
surance’’ (RIN1210–AB86) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on August 9, 2018; to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions. 

EC–6232. A communication from the Chair-
man of the National Transportation Safety 
Board, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Board’s fiscal year 2018 Federal Activities In-
ventory Reform (FAIR) Act submission of its 
commercial and inherently governmental ac-
tivities; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6233. A communication from the White 
House Liaison, Department of Housing and 
Urban Development, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report relative to a vacancy in the 
position of Inspector General, Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, received 
during adjournment of the Senate in the Of-
fice of the President of the Senate on August 
7, 2018; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–6234. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Administrative Office of the United 
States Courts, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the Uniform Resource Locator (URL) 
for the report entitled ‘‘2017 Report of Statis-
tics Required by the Bankruptcy Abuse Pre-
vention and Consumer Protection Act of 
2005’’; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–6235. A communication from the Chief 
Counsel, National Telecommunications and 

Information Administration, Department of 
Commerce, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘911 Grant Pro-
gram’’ (RIN0660–AA33; RIN2127–AL86) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on August 15, 2018; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6236. A communication from the Com-
petition Policy Division Chief, Wireline 
Competition Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Nation-
wide Number Portability; Numbering Poli-
cies for Modern Communication’’ ((RIN3060– 
AK36) (FCC 18–95)) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on August 10, 2018; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–6237. A communication from the Pro-
gram Analyst, Office of Managing Director, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Amendment of the Schedule of Ap-
plication Fees Set Forth in Sections 1.1102 
through 1.1109 of the Commission’s Rules’’ 
(FCC 18–90) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on August 10, 2018; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–6238. A communication from the Chief 
of Staff, Media Bureau, Federal Communica-
tions Commission, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Rules and 
Policies to Promote New Entry and Owner-
ship Diversity in the Broadcasting Services’’ 
((RIN3060–AJ27) (FCC 18–114)) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on August 14, 
2018; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6239. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Lower Mississippi River, Mile 
Markers 94 to 97 above Head of Passes, New 
Orleans, LA’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. 
USCG–2018–0372)) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on August 10, 2018; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–6240. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Allegheny River, Miles 43.5 to 
45.5, Kittanning, PA’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Dock-
et No. USCG–2018–0718)) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on August 10, 2018; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–6241. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Lake Michigan, Whiting, Indi-
ana’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG– 
2018–0659)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on August 10, 2018; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–6242. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Discovery World Fireworks, 
Milwaukee Harbor, Milwaukee, WI’’ 
((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2018– 
0724)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on August 10, 2018; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6243. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
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of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Philippine Sea, Tinian’’ 
((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2018– 
0194)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on August 10, 2018; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6244. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Philippine Sea, Rota’’ 
((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2018– 
0183)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on August 10, 2018; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6245. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Fireworks Display, Little Egg 
Harbor, Long Beach, NJ’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) 
(Docket No. USCG–2018–0615)) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on August 10, 
2018; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6246. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Lower Mississippi River, Fire-
works Display, Shark River, Neptune, NJ’’ 
((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2018– 
0614)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on August 10, 2018; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6247. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Waterview Loft Fireworks II, 
Detroit River, Detroit, MI’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) 
(Docket No. USCG–2018–0722)) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on August 10, 
2018; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6248. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Waterview Loft Fireworks I, 
Detroit River, Detroit, MI’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) 
(Docket No. USCG–2018–0727)) received dur-
ing adjournment of the Senate in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on August 10, 
2018; to the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6249. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Lower Mississippi River, 
Natchez, MS’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. 
USCG–2018–0708)) received during adjourn-
ment of the Senate in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on August 10, 2018; to the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

EC–6250. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zone; Kanawha River, Nitro, WV’’ 
((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG–2018– 
0686)) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on August 10, 2018; to the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

EC–6251. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Safety Zones; Pipeline Construction, Ten-

nessee River Miles 465 to 466, Chattanooga, 
TN’’ ((RIN1625–AA00) (Docket No. USCG– 
2018–0698)) received during adjournment of 
the Senate in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on August 10, 2018; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation. 

EC–6252. A communication from the Attor-
ney-Advisor, U.S. Coast Guard, Department 
of Homeland Security, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Regulated Navigation Area; Lake Wash-
ington, Seattle, WA’’ ((RIN1625–AA11) (Dock-
et No. USCG–2018–0027)) received during ad-
journment of the Senate in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on August 10, 2018; to 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL: 
S. 3355. A bill to amend title 38, United 

States Code, to remove the manifestation pe-
riod required for the presumptions of service 
connection for chloracne, porphyria cutanea 
tarda, and acute and subacute peripheral 
neuropathy associated with exposure to cer-
tain herbicide agents, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. HASSAN (for herself, Mr. CAS-
SIDY, Mr. JONES, and Mr. YOUNG): 

S. 3356. A bill to require the Surgeon Gen-
eral of the Public Health Service to submit 
to Congress a report on the health effects of 
new pyschoactive substances (including syn-
thetic drugs) use; to the Committee on 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

By Ms. WARREN: 
S. 3357. A bill to improve the anti-corrup-

tion and public integrity laws, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself and 
Mr. CRAPO): 

S. 3358. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to provide that the volume 
cap for private activity bonds shall not apply 
to bonds for facilities for furnishing of water 
and sewage facilities; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Ms. HARRIS (for herself, Mr. 
HATCH, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. PETERS, 
Mr. COONS, Mr. BOOKER, Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND, Mr. CARPER, Mr. JONES, Ms. 
HIRONO, Ms. WARREN, Mr. KAINE, Mr. 
DURBIN, Mr. MANCHIN, Mr. NELSON, 
Ms. DUCKWORTH, Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, 
Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Mrs. FEINSTEIN, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, and Ms. HASSAN): 

S. 3359. A bill to posthumously award a 
Congressional Gold Medal to Aretha Frank-
lin in recognition of her contributions of 
outstanding artistic and historical signifi-
cance to culture in the United States; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WYDEN: 
S. 3360. A bill to amend the Rural Elec-

trification Act of 1936 to improve access to 
broadband telecommunications services in 
rural areas, including by encouraging the 
provision of broadband loans and grants to 
increase broadband service in emerging har-
bor projects, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

By Mr. RUBIO (for himself and Ms. 
BALDWIN): 

S. 3361. A bill to safeguard certain tech-
nology and intellectual property in the 
United States from export to or influence by 

the People’s Republic of China and to protect 
United States industry from unfair competi-
tion by the People’s Republic of China, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Fi-
nance. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself, 
Mr. CORNYN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Mr. MURPHY, and Mr. 
MENENDEZ): 

S. Res. 610. A resolution urging the release 
of information regarding the September 11, 
2001, terrorist attacks upon the United 
States; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. CASSIDY (for himself and Mr. 
PERDUE): 

S. Res. 611. A resolution opposing the tar-
geted harassment of U.S. Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement officers and employees 
and reaffirming the fundamental principle 
that public safety services should be pro-
vided without discrimination; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 428 

At the request of Mr. GRASSLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Delaware 
(Mr. COONS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 428, a bill to amend titles XIX and 
XXI of the Social Security Act to au-
thorize States to provide coordinated 
care to children with complex medical 
conditions through enhanced pediatric 
health homes, and for other purposes. 

S. 593 

At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
SULLIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 593, a bill to amend the Pittman- 
Robertson Wildlife Restoration Act to 
facilitate the establishment of addi-
tional or expanded public target ranges 
in certain States. 

S. 720 

At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from Mississippi 
(Mrs. HYDE-SMITH) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 720, a bill to amend the 
Export Administration Act of 1979 to 
include in the prohibitions on boycotts 
against allies of the United States boy-
cotts fostered by international govern-
mental organizations against Israel 
and to direct the Export-Import Bank 
of the United States to oppose boycotts 
against Israel, and for other purposes. 

S. 1050 

At the request of Ms. DUCKWORTH, 
the name of the Senator from Mis-
sissippi (Mrs. HYDE-SMITH) was added 
as a cosponsor of S. 1050, a bill to 
award a Congressional Gold Medal, col-
lectively, to the Chinese-American 
Veterans of World War II, in recogni-
tion of their dedicated service during 
World War II. 

S. 1299 

At the request of Mr. PETERS, the 
name of the Senator from Montana 
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(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 1299, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to reduce the 
occurrence of diabetes in Medicare 
beneficiaries by extending coverage 
under Medicare for medical nutrition 
therapy services to such beneficiaries 
with pre-diabetes or with risk factors 
for developing type 2 diabetes. 

S. 1919 
At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 

name of the Senator from Maryland 
(Mr. VAN HOLLEN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1919, a bill to end the use 
of body-gripping traps in the National 
Wildlife Refuge System. 

S. 2076 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 

name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
SULLIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2076, a bill to amend the Public 
Health Service Act to authorize the ex-
pansion of activities related to Alz-
heimer’s disease, cognitive decline, and 
brain health under the Alzheimer’s Dis-
ease and Healthy Aging Program, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 2506 
At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 

name of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. JONES) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2506, a bill to establish an avia-
tion maintenance workforce develop-
ment pilot program. 

S. 2515 
At the request of Mr. HOEVEN, the 

name of the Senator from Arizona (Mr. 
MCCAIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2515, a bill to amend the Indian Self- 
Determination and Education Assist-
ance Act to provide further self-govern-
ance by Indian Tribes, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 2524 
At the request of Mr. DONNELLY, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2524, a bill to amend the Public Health 
Service Act to authorize a loan repay-
ment program for substance use dis-
order treatment employees, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2554 
At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 

name of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mr. ALEXANDER) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2554, a bill to ensure that 
health insurance issuers and group 
health plans do not prohibit pharmacy 
providers from providing certain infor-
mation to enrollees. 

S. 2795 
At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 

name of the Senator from South Caro-
lina (Mr. SCOTT) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 2795, a bill to provide for pro-
grams to help reduce the risk that pris-
oners will recidivate upon release from 
prison, and for other purposes. 

S. 2842 
At the request of Mrs. CAPITO, the 

name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2842, a bill to prohibit the 
marketing of bogus opioid treatment 
programs or products. 

S. 2920 

At the request of Mrs. MCCASKILL, 
the name of the Senator from West 
Virginia (Mr. MANCHIN) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 2920, a bill to amend 
title XVIII of the Social Security Act 
to impose certain requirements under 
the Medicare program with respect to 
outlier prescribers of opioids. 

S. 2924 

At the request of Mr. SCOTT, the 
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mr. MANCHIN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2924, a bill to encourage 
the use of family-focused residential 
treatment programs for substance use 
disorder treatment. 

S. 3049 

At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 
name of the Senator from California 
(Ms. HARRIS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 3049, a bill to amend the Help 
America Vote Act of 2002 to require 
paper ballots and risk-limiting audits 
in all Federal elections, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 3057 

At the request of Mr. PORTMAN, the 
name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
SULLIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 3057, a bill to provide for the proc-
essing by U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection of certain international 
mail shipments and to require the pro-
vision of advance electronic informa-
tion on international mail shipments 
of mail. 

S. 3060 

At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 3060, a bill to repeal sec-
tion 2141 of the Revised Statutes to re-
move the prohibition on certain alco-
hol manufacturing on Indian lands. 

S. 3140 

At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mrs. 
ERNST) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
3140, a bill to amend the Packers and 
Stockyards Act, 1921, to provide for the 
establishment of a trust for the benefit 
of all unpaid cash sellers of livestock, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 3257 

At the request of Mr. CRUZ, the 
names of the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. KENNEDY) and the Senator from 
West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 3257, a bill to im-
pose sanctions on foreign persons re-
sponsible for serious violations of 
international law regarding the protec-
tion of civilians during armed conflict, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 3290 

At the request of Mr. COTTON, the 
names of the Senator from Florida (Mr. 
RUBIO), the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. LANKFORD) and the Senator from 
West Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) were added 
as cosponsors of S. 3290, a bill to re-
quire the Secretary of the Treasury to 
mint coins in commemoration of the 
centennial of the establishment of the 
Tomb of the Unknown Soldier. 

S. RES. 109 

At the request of Mr. PAUL, the name 
of the Senator from West Virginia (Mr. 
MANCHIN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. Res. 109, a resolution encouraging 
the Government of Pakistan to release 
Aasiya Noreen, internationally known 
as Asia Bibi, and reform its religiously 
intolerant laws regarding blasphemy. 

S. RES. 606 

At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 
name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 606, a resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Senate that 
the United States condemns all forms 
of violence against children globally 
and recognizes the harmful impacts of 
violence against children. 

At the request of Mr. BOOZMAN, the 
names of the Senator from Alaska (Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) and the Senator from West 
Virginia (Mrs. CAPITO) were added as 
cosponsors of S. Res. 606, supra. 

S. RES. 607 

At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the 
name of the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. LEAHY) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 607, a resolution reaffirming 
the vital and indispensable role the 
free press serves. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3691 

At the request of Ms. BALDWIN, the 
name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of amendment No. 3691 intended to be 
proposed to H.R. 6157, a bill making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3702 

At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 
names of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. MURPHY), the Senator from North 
Dakota (Mr. HOEVEN) and the Senator 
from Texas (Mr. CORNYN) were added as 
cosponsors of amendment No. 3702 in-
tended to be proposed to H.R. 6157, a 
bill making appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2019, and for 
other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3703 

At the request of Mr. KENNEDY, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 3703 proposed to H.R. 
6157, a bill making appropriations for 
the Department of Defense for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2019, and 
for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3709 

At the request of Ms. WARREN, the 
name of the Senator from Iowa (Mrs. 
ERNST) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 3709 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 6157, a bill making appro-
priations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3720 

At the request of Ms. WARREN, the 
name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. REED) was added as a cosponsor of 
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amendment No. 3720 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 6157, a bill making appro-
priations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3731 
At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 

names of the Senator from Rhode Is-
land (Mr. REED), the Senator from Illi-
nois (Ms. DUCKWORTH) and the Senator 
from Michigan (Mr. PETERS) were 
added as cosponsors of amendment No. 
3731 intended to be proposed to H.R. 
6157, a bill making appropriations for 
the Department of Defense for the fis-
cal year ending September 30, 2019, and 
for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3735 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

name of the Senator from Washington 
(Ms. CANTWELL) was added as a cospon-
sor of amendment No. 3735 intended to 
be proposed to H.R. 6157, a bill making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3751 
At the request of Mr. REED, the name 

of the Senator from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) 
was added as a cosponsor of amend-
ment No. 3751 intended to be proposed 
to H.R. 6157, a bill making appropria-
tions for the Department of Defense for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2019, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3763 
At the request of Mr. WARNER, the 

name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
KAINE) was added as a cosponsor of 
amendment No. 3763 intended to be pro-
posed to H.R. 6157, a bill making appro-
priations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes. 

AMENDMENT NO. 3793 
At the request of Mr. MURPHY, the 

names of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Mr. MARKEY), the Senator from 
Vermont (Mr. LEAHY), the Senator 
from Michigan (Mr. PETERS) and the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER) 
were added as cosponsors of amend-
ment No. 3793 intended to be proposed 
to H.R. 6157, a bill making appropria-
tions for the Department of Defense for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2019, and for other purposes. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mr. WYDEN: 
S. 3360. A bill to amend the Rural 

Electrification Act of 1936 to improve 
access to broadband telecommuni-
cations services in rural areas, includ-
ing by encouraging the provision of 
broadband loans and grants to increase 
broadband service in emerging harbor 
projects, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry. 

Mr. WYDEN. Mr. President, today I 
am introducing the Broadband Internet 
for Small Ports Act to help small ports 
access broadband loans and grants, 
which will increase internet service in 
rural coastal communities nationwide. 

Nearly a third of Americans lack ac-
cess to high-speed internet, and there 
is a considerable digital divide between 
rural and urban America. Rural com-
munities must be brought up to speed 
so that all Americans can compete on-
line in a global economy. 

In rural coastal areas people con-
gregate near inland and small ports, 
and these harbors act as hubs for com-
merce and tourism. This bill recognizes 
the importance of small ports to their 
rural economies. This bill will help 
small ports nationwide get Federal 
loans and grants and improve their 
broadband coverage, thereby enabling 
working-waterfronts to order inven-
tory and coordinate deliveries, access 
real-time weather updates, and grow 
economically. 

Broadband loan and grant applica-
tions submitted to the Department of 
Agriculture’s Rural Utility Service are 
assigned different levels of priority be-
fore they are awarded. This bill recog-
nizes the importance of small ports, 
and elevates the priority of applica-
tions seeking to boost internet capac-
ity. This bill states that broadband 
loan and grant applications from small 
ports will be considered equal in pri-
ority to applications that are devel-
oped with the participation of a non- 
profit or philanthropic organization. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the text of the bill be printed 
in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the bill was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

S. 3360 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Broadband 
Internet for Small Ports Act’’. 
SEC. 2. ACCESS TO BROADBAND TELECOMMUNI-

CATIONS SERVICES IN RURAL 
AREAS. 

Section 601 of the Rural Electrification Act 
of 1936 (7 U.S.C. 950bb) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), by striking ‘‘loans 
and’’ and inserting ‘‘grants, loans, and’’; 

(2) in subsection (c)— 
(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 

‘‘LOANS AND’’ and inserting ‘‘GRANTS, LOANS, 
AND’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘make 
grants and’’ after ‘‘Secretary shall’’; 

(C) by striking paragraph (2) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(2) PRIORITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—In making grants, loans, 

or loan guarantees under paragraph (1), the 
Secretary shall— 

‘‘(i) give the highest priority to applica-
tions for projects to provide broadband serv-
ice to unserved rural communities that do 
not have any residential broadband service; 

‘‘(ii) give priority to applications for 
projects to provide the maximum level of 
broadband service to the greatest proportion 
of rural households in the proposed service 
area identified in the application; 

‘‘(iii) give priority to applications for 
projects to provide rapid and expanded de-
ployment of fixed and mobile broadband on 
cropland and ranchland within a service ter-
ritory for use in various applications of pre-
cision agriculture; 

‘‘(iv) provide equal consideration to all eli-
gible entities, including those that have not 

previously received grants, loans, or loan 
guarantees under paragraph (1); and 

‘‘(v) with respect to 2 or more applications 
that are given the same priority under 
clause (i), give priority to an application 
that requests less grant funding than loan 
funding. 

‘‘(B) OTHER.—After giving priority to the 
applications described in clauses (i) and (ii) 
of subparagraph (A), the Secretary shall then 
give priority to applications— 

‘‘(i) for projects to provide broadband serv-
ice to rural communities— 

‘‘(I) with a population of less than 10,000 
permanent residents; 

‘‘(II) that are experiencing outmigration 
and have adopted a strategic community in-
vestment plan under section 379H(d) that in-
cludes considerations for improving and ex-
panding broadband service; 

‘‘(III) with a high percentage of low income 
families or persons (as defined in section 
501(b) of the Housing Act of 1949 (42 U.S.C. 
1471(b)); or 

‘‘(IV) that are isolated from other signifi-
cant population centers; and 

‘‘(ii) that were developed with the partici-
pation of, and will receive a substantial por-
tion of the funding for the project from, 1 or 
more stakeholders, including— 

‘‘(I) State, local, and tribal governments; 
‘‘(II) nonprofit institutions; 
‘‘(III) community anchor institutions, such 

as— 
‘‘(aa) public libraries; 
‘‘(bb) elementary schools and secondary 

schools (as defined in section 8101 of the Ele-
mentary and Secondary Education Act of 
1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801)); 

‘‘(cc) institutions of higher education; and 
‘‘(dd) health care facilities; 
‘‘(IV) private entities; and 
‘‘(V) philanthropic organizations. 
‘‘(C) EMERGING HARBOR PROJECTS PRI-

ORITY.—In addition to the priority given 
under subparagraph (B), the Secretary shall 
give equal priority to an application for a 
project that would increase the availability 
of broadband service in an emerging harbor 
project (as defined in section 210(f) of the 
Water Resources Development Act of 1986 (33 
U.S.C. 2238(f))), without regard to whether 
the application is from an emerging harbor 
project. 

‘‘(D) IDENTIFICATION OF UNSERVED COMMU-
NITIES.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an applica-
tion given the highest priority under sub-
paragraph (A)(i), the Secretary shall confirm 
that each unserved rural community identi-
fied in the application is eligible for funding 
by— 

‘‘(I) conferring with and obtaining data 
from the Chair of the Federal Communica-
tions Commission and the Administrator of 
the National Telecommunications and Infor-
mation Administration with respect to the 
service level in the service area proposed in 
the application; 

‘‘(II) reviewing any other source that is 
relevant to service data validation, as deter-
mined by the Secretary; and 

‘‘(III) performing site-specific testing to 
verify the unavailability of any residential 
broadband service in the unserved rural com-
munity. 

‘‘(ii) ADJUSTMENTS.—Not less often than 
once every 2 years, the Secretary shall re-
view, and may adjust through notice pub-
lished in the Federal Register, the unserved 
communities identified under clause (i).’’; 
and 

(D) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(3) GRANT AMOUNTS.— 
‘‘(A) DEFINITION OF DEVELOPMENT COSTS.— 

In this paragraph, the term ‘development 
costs’ means costs of— 
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‘‘(i) construction, including labor and ma-

terials; 
‘‘(ii) project applications; and 
‘‘(iii) other development activities, as de-

termined by the Secretary. 
‘‘(B) ELIGIBILITY.—To be eligible for a 

grant under this section, the project that is 
the subject of the grant shall be carried out 
in a rural area. 

‘‘(C) MAXIMUM.—Except as provided in sub-
paragraph (D), the amount of any grant 
made under this section shall not exceed 50 
percent of the development costs of the 
project for which the grant is provided. 

‘‘(D) SECRETARIAL AUTHORITY TO ADJUST.— 
The Secretary may make grants of up to 75 
percent of the development costs of the 
project for which the grant is provided to an 
eligible entity if the Secretary determines 
that the project serves— 

‘‘(i) an area of rural households described 
in paragraph (2)(A)(ii); and 

‘‘(ii) a rural community described in any of 
subclauses (I) through (IV) of paragraph 
(2)(B)(i).’’; 

(3) in subsection (d)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A)— 
(I) in the matter preceding clause (i), by 

striking ‘‘loan or’’ and inserting ‘‘grant, 
loan, or’’; 

(II) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘a loan appli-
cation’’ and inserting ‘‘an application’’; and 

(III) in clause (iii)— 
(aa) by striking ‘‘service’’ and inserting 

‘‘infrastructure’’; 
(bb) by striking ‘‘loan’’ the first place it 

appears; 
(cc) by striking ‘‘3’’ and inserting ‘‘5’’; and 
(dd) by striking ‘‘proceeds from the loan 

made or guaranteed under this section are’’ 
and inserting ‘‘assistance under this section 
is’’; and 

(ii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) RELATION TO UNIVERSAL SERVICE HIGH- 

COST SUPPORT.—The Secretary shall coordi-
nate with the Federal Communications Com-
mission to ensure that any grants, loans, or 
loan guarantees made under this section 
complement and do not conflict with uni-
versal service high-cost support (as defined 
in section 54.5 of title 47, Code of Federal 
Regulations, or any successor regulation) 
provided by the Commission.’’; 

(B) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A)— 
(I) in the matter preceding clause (i)— 
(aa) by striking ‘‘the proceeds of a loan 

made or guaranteed’’ and inserting ‘‘assist-
ance’’; and 

(bb) by striking ‘‘for the loan or loan guar-
antee’’ and inserting ‘‘of the eligible entity’’; 

(II) in clause (i)— 
(aa) by striking ‘‘15’’ and inserting ‘‘90’’; 

and 
(bb) by striking ‘‘level of broadband serv-

ice’’ and inserting ‘‘level of fixed broadband 
service, whether terrestrial or wireless,’’; 
and 

(III) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘3’’ and in-
serting ‘‘2’’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (C), by striking clause 
(ii) and inserting the following: 

‘‘(ii) EXCEPTIONS.—Clause (i) shall not 
apply if the applicant is eligible for funding 
under another title of this Act.’’; 

(C) in paragraph (3), in subparagraph (A), 
by striking ‘‘loan or’’ and inserting ‘‘grant, 
loan, or’’; 

(D) in paragraph (4), by striking ‘‘loan or’’ 
and inserting ‘‘grant, loan, or’’; 

(E) in paragraph (5)(A), in the matter pre-
ceding clause (i), by striking ‘‘loan or’’ and 
inserting ‘‘grant, loan, or’’; 

(F) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘loan or’’ 
and inserting ‘‘grant, loan, or’’; 

(G) by redesignating paragraph (7) as sub-
paragraph (B) and indenting appropriately; 

(H) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(7) APPLICATION PROCESS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary shall pro-

vide to an applicant of a grant, loan, or loan 
guarantee under this section feedback and 
decisions on funding in a timely manner.’’; 

(I) in paragraph (7)(B) (as so redesignated), 
by striking ‘‘may seek a determination of 
area eligibility prior to preparing a loan ap-
plication under this section.’’ and inserting 
the following: ‘‘may, before preparing an ap-
plication under this section— 

‘‘(i) seek a determination of area eligi-
bility; and 

‘‘(ii) submit to the Secretary a proposal for 
a project, on which the Secretary shall pro-
vide feedback regarding how the proposal 
could be changed to improve the likelihood 
that the Secretary would approve the appli-
cation.’’; 

(J) in paragraph (10)(A), by striking ‘‘15’’ 
and inserting ‘‘30’’; and 

(K) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(11) TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE AND TRAIN-

ING.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary may pro-

vide eligible entities described in paragraph 
(1) that are applying for a grant, loan, or 
loan guarantee for a project described in sub-
section (c)(2)(A)(i) technical assistance and 
training— 

‘‘(i) to prepare reports and surveys nec-
essary to request grants, loans, and loan 
guarantees under this section for broadband 
deployment; 

‘‘(ii) to improve management, including fi-
nancial management, relating to the pro-
posed broadband deployment; 

‘‘(iii) to prepare applications for grants, 
loans, and loan guarantees under this sec-
tion; or 

‘‘(iv) to assist with other areas of need 
identified by the Secretary. 

‘‘(B) FUNDING.—Not less than 3 percent and 
not more than 5 percent of amounts appro-
priated to carry out this section for a fiscal 
year shall be used for technical assistance 
and training under this paragraph.’’; 

(4) in subsection (e)(1)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘4- 

Mbps’’ and inserting ‘‘25-Mbps’’; and 
(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘1- 

Mbps’’ and inserting ‘‘3-Mbps’’; 
(5) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘make a 

loan or loan guarantee’’ and inserting ‘‘pro-
vide assistance’’; 

(6) in subsection (j)— 
(A) in the matter preceding paragraph (1), 

by striking ‘‘loan and loan guarantee’’; 
(B) in paragraph (1), by inserting ‘‘grants 

and’’ after ‘‘number of’’; 
(C) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘loan’’; 

and 
(ii) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘loans 

and’’ and inserting ‘‘grants, loans, and’’; and 
(D) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘loan’’; 
(7) by redesignating subsections (k) and (l) 

as subsections (m) and (n), respectively; 
(8) by inserting after subsection (j) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(k) BROADBAND BUILDOUT DATA.—As a 

condition of receiving a grant, loan, or loan 
guarantee under this section, a recipient of 
assistance shall provide to the Secretary 
complete, reliable, and precise geolocation 
information that indicates the location of 
new broadband service that is being provided 
or upgraded within the service territory sup-
ported by the grant, loan, or loan guarantee 
not later than 30 days after the earlier of— 

‘‘(1) the date of completion of any project 
milestone established by the Secretary; or 

‘‘(2) the date of completion of the project. 
‘‘(l) ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEWS.—The Sec-

retary may obligate, but not disperse, funds 
under this Act before the completion of oth-

erwise required environmental, historical, or 
other types of reviews if the Secretary deter-
mines that a subsequent site-specific review 
shall be adequate and easily accomplished 
for the location of towers, poles, or other 
broadband facilities in the service area of 
the borrower without compromising the 
project or the required reviews.’’; 

(9) in subsection (m) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘$25,000,000’’ and inserting 

‘‘$150,000,000’’; and 
(ii) by striking ‘‘2008 through 2018’’ and in-

serting ‘‘2019 through 2023’’; and 
(B) in paragraph (2)(A)— 
(i) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘and’’ at the 

end; 
(ii) in clause (ii), by striking the period at 

the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 
(iii) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(iii) set aside at least 1 percent to be used 

for— 
‘‘(I) conducting oversight under this sec-

tion; and 
‘‘(II) implementing accountability meas-

ures and related activities authorized under 
this section.’’; and 

(10) in subsection (n) (as so redesignated)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘loan or’’ and inserting 

‘‘grant, loan, or’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘2018’’ and inserting ‘‘2023’’. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 610—URGING 
THE RELEASE OF INFORMATION 
REGARDING THE SEPTEMBER 11, 
2001, TERRORIST ATTACKS UPON 
THE UNITED STATES 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL (for himself, Mr. 

CORNYN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND, Mr. MURPHY, and Mr. MENEN-
DEZ) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs: 

S. RES. 610 

Whereas tens of thousands of pages of doc-
uments relating to the September 11, 2001, 
terrorist attacks upon the United States re-
main classified by the Federal Government; 

Whereas the Federal Government may 
properly classify and control access to infor-
mation in order to protect sources and meth-
ods of collecting critical information in de-
fense of the country and the people of the 
United States; 

Whereas the contents of these documents 
are necessary for a full public understanding 
of the events and circumstances surrounding 
the September 11, 2001, terrorist attacks; 

Whereas the decision to maintain the clas-
sified status of many of these documents pre-
vents the people of the United States from 
having access to information about the Sep-
tember 11, 2001, terrorist attacks, including 
the involvement of certain foreign govern-
ments in the attacks; and 

Whereas the people of the United States 
and the families of the victims of the Sep-
tember 11, 2001, terrorist attacks deserve full 
and public disclosure of the events sur-
rounding the attacks: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 
that— 

(1) documents related to the events of Sep-
tember 11, 2001, should be declassified to the 
greatest extent possible; and 

(2) the survivors, the families of the vic-
tims, and the people of the United States de-
serve answers about the events and cir-
cumstances surrounding the September 11, 
2001, terrorist attacks upon the United 
States. 
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SENATE RESOLUTION 611—OPPOS-

ING THE TARGETED HARASS-
MENT OF U.S. IMMIGRATION AND 
CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT OFFI-
CERS AND EMPLOYEES AND RE-
AFFIRMING THE FUNDAMENTAL 
PRINCIPLE THAT PUBLIC SAFE-
TY SERVICES SHOULD BE PRO-
VIDED WITHOUT DISCRIMINA-
TION 
Mr. CASSIDY (for himself and Mr. 

PERDUE) submitted the following reso-
lution; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs: 

S. RES. 611 
Whereas Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, a can-

didate for Congress from New York, wel-
comed the support of Occupy ICE LA, a 
group that called U.S. Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement (in this preamble referred 
to as ‘‘ICE’’) a ‘‘genocidal ethnic cleansing 
machine’’ and ‘‘the Gestapo’’, and posted 
photos of ICE employees on the internet, en-
couraging activists to ‘‘[k]now their faces, 
never allow them to feel safe’’; 

Whereas Cynthia Nixon, a candidate Gov-
ernor of New York, stated that ICE ‘‘is a ter-
rorist organization’’; 

Whereas a mob of leftwing activists re-
cently surrounded an ICE office in southwest 
Portland, Oregon, trapping ICE employees 
inside the building; 

Whereas ICE employees were subjected to 
doxxing and violent threats after their social 
media profiles, phone numbers, and home ad-
dresses were posted on the internet by left-
wing activists; 

Whereas an ICE officer was reportedly fol-
lowed and ‘‘confronted when he went to pick 
up his daughter from summer camp’’, and 
another ‘‘had his name and photo plastered 
on flyers outside his home accusing him of 
being part of the ‘Gestapo’,’’ according to 
the Wall Street Journal; 

Whereas the Mayor of Portland, Oregon, 
Ted Wheeler, barred the Portland Police Bu-
reau from coming to the aid of ICE employ-
ees, stating, ‘‘I do not want the 
@PortlandPolice to be engaged or sucked 
into a conflict, particularly from a Federal 
agency that I believe is on the wrong track 
. . . If they are looking for a bailout from 
this mayor, they are looking in the wrong 
place.’’; 

Whereas the ICE office in southwest Port-
land was shut down for days due to threats 
and occupation; 

Whereas leftwing activists have similarly 
harassed and threatened ICE employees and 
targeted ICE offices for closure around the 
country; 

Whereas the National Immigration and 
Customs Enforcement Council’s representa-
tive stated in a letter to Mayor Ted Wheeler 
that ‘‘[y]our current policy forbidding Port-
land law enforcement agencies from assist-
ing employees of the Immigration and Cus-
toms Enforcement Agency who request law 
enforcement assistance while at or away 
from work’’ leaves ‘‘them vulnerable to vio-
lence, harassment and even death . . . Your 
policy has created a zone of terror and law-
lessness. We ask that you end your policy of 
not responding to calls for police services 
from ICE employees immediately. Our mem-
bership has been the subjected to threats of 
physical violence and harassment since you 
announced your policy.’’; and 

Whereas the President of the Portland Po-
lice Association, Daryl Turner, stated, 
‘‘There is no place for personal, political bias 
when it comes to providing public safety 
services to our communities. In that respect, 
our Mayor, who is also our Police Commis-

sioner, has failed miserably.’’: Now, there-
fore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) expresses solidarity with the men and 

women of U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcement who bring human traffickers, drug 
traffickers, gang members, and violent 
criminals to justice; 

(2) condemns the doxxing and targeted har-
assment of all officers and employees of U.S. 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement and 
the violent threats they continue to endure 
from leftwing activists; and 

(3) calls on the Mayor of Portland, Oregon, 
Ted Wheeler, to immediately resign so that a 
leader committed to protecting all law-abid-
ing citizens and public servants from harm 
can assume the duties of Mayor of Portland. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 3796. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the fiscal 
year ending September 30, 2019, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3797. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3798. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3799. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN, and Ms. DUCKWORTH) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3800. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3801. Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Ms. 
WARREN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, and Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3802. Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Ms. 
WARREN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, and Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3803. Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for herself, 
Mr. ROUNDS, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. MANCHIN, 
Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. GARDNER, Mr. BENNET, and 
Ms. WARREN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 
proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3804. Ms. CANTWELL (for herself and 
Mr. CASSIDY) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 
proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3805. Mr. NELSON (for himself and Mr. 
CASSIDY) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3806. Mr. NELSON submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3807. Mr. WARNER (for himself and Mr. 
KAINE) submitted an amendment intended to 

be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3808. Mr. GARDNER (for himself and 
Mr. RUBIO) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 
proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3809. Mr. CRUZ (for himself, Mr. 
INHOFE, and Mr. BARRASSO) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3810. Mr. HELLER (for himself and Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 
proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3811. Mr. HELLER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3812. Mrs. HYDE–SMITH (for herself 
and Mr. REED) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 
proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3813. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3814. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3815. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3816. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. SASSE) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 
6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3817. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3818. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3819. Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for himself, 
Mr. CRAPO, and Mr. COONS) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3820. Mr. REED (for himself, Ms. MUR-
KOWSKI, and Mr. BROWN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3821. Mr. UDALL (for himself and Mr. 
HEINRICH) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3822. Mr. UDALL (for himself and Mr. 
HEINRICH) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3823. Mr. UDALL (for himself and Mr. 
HEINRICH) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3824. Mr. UDALL (for himself, Mrs. 
CAPITO, and Mr. HEINRICH) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3825. Ms. CORTEZ MASTO (for herself 
and Mrs. ERNST) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 
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6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3826. Mr. CARDIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3827. Mr. CASEY (for himself and Mr. 
YOUNG) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3828. Mr. MENENDEZ (for himself, Mr. 
COONS, Mr. CARPER, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
REED, and Mr. BOOKER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3829. Mr. ENZI submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3830. Mr. LEAHY (for Mrs. MURRAY) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3831. Mr. LEAHY (for Mrs. MURRAY) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3832. Mr. FLAKE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3833. Mr. FLAKE (for himself, Mr. 
MCCAIN, and Mrs. ERNST) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3834. Mr. FLAKE (for himself and Mr. 
MCCAIN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3835. Mr. FLAKE (for himself and Mr. 
MCCAIN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3836. Ms. HIRONO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3837. Ms. HIRONO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3838. Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, and Mr. REED) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3839. Ms. WARREN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3840. Ms. WARREN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3841. Mrs. MCCASKILL (for herself and 
Mr. ISAKSON) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 
proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3842. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr. 
UDALL, Mr. BOOKER, and Mr. HEINRICH) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-

posed to amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3843. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Ms. 
DUCKWORTH, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
KAINE, and Mr. VAN HOLLEN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3844. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3845. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3846. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3847. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3848. Mr. RUBIO (for himself and Mr. 
NELSON) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3849. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3850. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3851. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3852. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3853. Mr. RUBIO (for himself and Mr. 
NELSON) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3854. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3855. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3856. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3857. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself, Mrs. 
MCCASKILL, Mr. WARNER, Mr. PAUL, Mr. COR-
NYN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, and Mr. KAINE) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3858. Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, Mr. 
KING, and Ms. HEITKAMP) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3859. Mr. RUBIO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3860. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself and 
Mr. BROWN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 
proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3861. Mr. COTTON submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3862. Mr. NELSON (for himself, Mr. 
RUBIO, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, and Mr. DONNELLY) 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed to amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3863. Mr. DONNELLY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3864. Mr. PETERS (for himself, Mr. 
GARDNER, and Ms. STABENOW) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3865. Mr. MANCHIN (for himself and 
Mr. CASEY) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 
proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3866. Ms. DUCKWORTH (for herself and 
Mr. MERKLEY) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 
proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3867. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr. 
TESTER, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. DAINES, Mr. WYDEN, 
and Mr. RISCH) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 
proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3868. Mr. JONES submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3869. Mr. CASEY (for himself and Ms. 
MURKOWSKI) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3870. Mr. PETERS (for himself and Mrs. 
CAPITO) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3871. Mr. DONNELLY (for himself and 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 
6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3872. Mr. NELSON submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3873. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself and 
Mr. GRASSLEY) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 
proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3874. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for herself, Mr. 
GRASSLEY, and Mr. MENENDEZ) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3875. Mr. CASEY (for himself and Ms. 
COLLINS) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3876. Mr. WARNER (for himself, Mr. 
YOUNG, Mr. BENNET, Mr. SASSE, Mr. HOEVEN, 
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and Mr. KING) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 
proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3877. Mr. GARDNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3878. Mr. CORNYN (for himself and Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 
proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3879. Mr. TILLIS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3880. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3881. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3882. Mr. HELLER (for himself and Mr. 
TESTER) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3883. Mr. WICKER (for himself and Mr. 
PETERS) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3884. Mr. BOOKER (for himself, Ms. 
BALDWIN, Mr. YOUNG, and Mr. SCOTT) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3885. Mr. CASEY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3886. Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, and Mr. GARDNER) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3887. Mr. CRUZ submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3888. Mr. BOOKER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3889. Mr. SHELBY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3699 proposed by Mr. MCCONNELL (for Mr. 
SHELBY) to the amendment SA 3695 proposed 
by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3890. Mr. SHELBY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

SA 3891. Mr. SHELBY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3890 submitted by Mr. SHELBY and in-
tended to be proposed to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3892. Mr. MURPHY (for himself and Mr. 
PORTMAN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3893. Ms. HEITKAMP submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3894. Ms. HEITKAMP (for herself, Ms. 
MURKOWSKI, and Mr. UDALL) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3895. Mr. BROWN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3896. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3897. Mr. SCHATZ (for himself and Ms. 
HIRONO) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3898. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3899. Ms. HIRONO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3900. Ms. HIRONO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3901. Ms. HIRONO submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3902. Mr. UDALL (for himself and Mr. 
HEINRICH) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3903. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3904. Mr. MARKEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3905. Mr. ROUNDS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3906. Mr. ROUNDS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3907. Mr. PETERS (for himself and Ms. 
STABENOW) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3908. Ms. CANTWELL (for herself and 
Mr. CASSIDY) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 
proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3909. Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Ms. WARREN, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, and Mr. MARKEY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3910. Mr. SHELBY (for himself and Mr. 
DURBIN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3911. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 

to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3912. Mr. HELLER (for himself and Mr. 
MANCHIN) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3913. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 
6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3914. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3915. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 
6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3916. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 
6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3917. Mr. LEE submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment SA 
3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 
6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3918. Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself and 
Ms. HASSAN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by her to the bill H.R. 
6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

SA 3919. Mr. CARDIN (for himself, Mr. 
CARPER, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. MENENDEZ, and Ms. 
HARRIS) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3920. Mr. MURPHY (for himself, Mr. 
MANCHIN, and Mr. SCHUMER) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3921. Mr. MURPHY (for himself, Mr. 
MANCHIN, and Mr. SCHUMER) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3922. Mr. HATCH submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill 
H.R. 6157, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3923. Mr. HEINRICH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3924. Mr. HEINRICH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3925. Mr. HEINRICH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3926. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY 
to the bill H.R. 6157, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3927. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr. 
MURPHY) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 3796. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
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Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. (a)(1) The amount appropriated 
by title I of this division under the heading 
‘‘National Guard Personnel, Air Force’’ is 
hereby increased by $450,000. 

(2) The amount appropriated by title II of 
this division under the heading ‘‘Operation 
and Maintenance, Air National Guard’’ is 
hereby increased by $50,000. 

(b)(1) The amount appropriated by title I of 
this division under the heading ‘‘National 
Guard Personnel, Army’’ is hereby decreased 
by $450,000. 

(2) The amount appropriated by title II of 
this division under the heading ‘‘Operation 
and Maintenance, Army National Guard’’ is 
hereby decreased by $50,000. 

SA 3797. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. LIMITATION ON MILITARY ASSISTANCE 

TO BURMA. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided under 

subsection (b), the President may not furnish 
any security assistance or to engage in any 
military-to-military programs with the 
armed forces of Burma, including training or 
observation or participation in regional ex-
ercises, until the Secretary of State, in con-
sultation with the Secretary of Defense, pro-
vides a report to the appropriate congres-
sional committees that the Burmese mili-
tary has demonstrated significant progress 
in abiding by international human rights 
standards and is undertaking meaningful and 
significant security sector reform, including 
transparency and accountability to prevent 
future abuses, as determined by applying the 
following criteria: 

(1) The military adheres to international 
human rights standards and pledges to stop 
future human rights violations. 

(2) The military supports efforts to carry 
out meaningful and comprehensive inves-
tigations of credible reports of abuses and is 
taking steps to hold accountable those in the 
Burmese military responsible for human 
rights violations. 

(3) The military supports efforts to carry 
out meaningful and comprehensive inves-
tigations of reports of conflict-related sexual 
and gender-based violence and is taking 
steps to hold accountable those in the Bur-
mese military who failed to prevent, respond 
to, investigate, and prosecute violence 
against women, sexual violence, or other 
gender-based violence. 

(4) The Government of Burma, including 
the military, allows immediate and unfet-
tered humanitarian access to communities 
in areas affected by conflict, including 
Rohingya communities in Rakhine State. 

(5) The Government of Burma, including 
the military, cooperates with the United Na-
tions High Commissioner for Refugees and 
other relevant United Nations agencies to 
ensure the protection of displaced persons 
and the safe and voluntary return of 
Rohingya refugees and internally displaced 
persons. 

(6) The Government of Burma, including 
the military, takes observable steps toward 

the implementation of the recommendations 
of the Advisory Commission on Rakhine 
State. 

(b) EXCEPTIONS.— 
(1) CERTAIN EXISTING AUTHORITIES.—The 

Department of Defense may continue to con-
duct consultations based on the authorities 
under section 1253 of the Carl Levin and 
Howard P. ‘‘Buck’’ McKeon National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2015 (Pub-
lic Law 113–291; 22 U.S.C. 2151 note). 

(2) HOSPITALITY.—The United States Agen-
cy for International Development and the 
Department of State may provide assistance 
authorized by part I of the Foreign Assist-
ance Act of 1961 (22 U.S.C. 2151 et seq.) to 
support ethnic armed groups and the Bur-
mese military for the purpose of supporting 
research, dialogues, meetings, and other ac-
tivities related to the Union Peace Con-
ference, Political Dialogues, and related 
processes, in furtherance of inclusive, sus-
tainable reconciliation. 

(c) MILITARY REFORM.—The certification 
required under subsection (a) shall include a 
written justification in classified and unclas-
sified form describing the Burmese mili-
tary’s efforts to implement reforms, end im-
punity for human rights violations, and in-
crease transparency and accountability. 

(d) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this Act shall be construed to authorize De-
partment of Defense assistance to the Gov-
ernment of Burma except as provided in this 
section. 

(e) REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and every 180 days thereafter, the Secretary 
of State and the Secretary of Defense shall 
submit to the appropriate congressional 
committees a report, in both classified and 
unclassified form, on the strategy and plans 
for military-to-military engagement be-
tween the United States Armed Forces and 
the military of Burma. 

(2) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
paragraph (1) shall include the following ele-
ments: 

(A) A description and assessment of the 
Government of Burma’s strategy for security 
sector reform, including as it relates to an 
end to involvement in the illicit trade in 
jade and other natural resources, reforms to 
end corruption and illicit drug trafficking, 
and constitutional reforms to ensure civilian 
control of the Government. 

(B) A list of ongoing military activities 
conducted by the United States Government 
with the Government of Burma, and a de-
scription of the United States strategy for 
future military-to-military engagements be-
tween the United States and Burma’s mili-
tary forces, including the military of Burma, 
the Burma Police Force, and armed ethnic 
groups. 

(C) An assessment of the progress of the 
military of Burma towards developing a 
framework to implement human rights re-
forms, including— 

(i) cooperation with civilian authorities to 
investigate and prosecute cases of human 
rights violations; 

(ii) steps taken to demonstrate respect for 
internationally-recognized human rights 
standards and implementation of and adher-
ence to the laws of war; and 

(iii) a description of the elements of the 
military-to-military engagement between 
the United States and Burma that promote 
such implementation. 

(D) An assessment of progress on the 
peaceful settlement of armed conflicts be-
tween the Government of Burma and ethnic 
minority groups, including actions taken by 
the military of Burma to adhere to ceasefire 
agreements, allow for safe and voluntary re-
turns of displaced persons to their villages of 

origin, and withdraw forces from conflict 
zones. 

(E) An assessment of the Burmese’s mili-
tary recruitment and use of children as sol-
diers. 

(F) An assessment of the Burmese’s mili-
tary’s use of violence against women, sexual 
violence, or other gender-based violence as a 
tool of terror, war, or ethnic cleansing. 

(G) An assessment whether the Burmese 
military supplied arms and training to mi-
nority groups in Rakhine State, which were 
used in a systematic campaign of ethnic 
cleansing of the Rohingya. 

(f) CIVILIAN CHANNELS.—Any program initi-
ated under this section shall use appropriate 
civilian government channels with the demo-
cratically elected Government of Burma. 

(g) REGULAR CONSULTATIONS.—Any new 
program or activity in Burma initiated 
under this section shall be subject to prior 
consultation with the appropriate congres-
sional committees. 

(h) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES.—In this section, the term ‘‘appropriate 
congressional committees’’ means— 

(1) the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
the Committee on Armed Services, and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; 
and 

(2) the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the 
Committee on Armed Services, and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives. 

SA 3798. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. (a) Congress makes the following 
findings: 

(1) The Saudi-led coalition air strike on a 
bus on August 9, 2018, in the Saada Province 
of Yemen reportedly killed 51 people, 40 of 
which were children, and injured dozens 
more. 

(2) That air strike represents one of more 
than 17,000 total air strikes conducted by the 
Saudi-led coalition since March 2015. The 
United Nations Refugee Agency (UNHCR) as-
sesses that, from December 2017 to May 2018, 
Saudi-led coalition air strikes accounted for 
80 percent of the civilian deaths in the 5 
Yemeni governorates most affected by the 
fighting. 

(b) No funds appropriated or otherwise 
made available by this Act may be made 
available for authorized in-flight refueling of 
Saudi or Saudi-led coalition non-United 
States aircraft conducting missions in 
Yemen pursuant to section 2342 of title 10, 
United States Code, or any other applicable 
statutory authority unless— 

(1) the Government of Saudi Arabia or the 
government of a Saudi-led coalition member 
provides the Secretary of Defense advance 
notification of the intended target in Yemen; 
and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense certifies to the 
appropriate committees of Congress with a 
high degree of confidence that the Saudi or 
Saudi-led coalition mission in Yemen exer-
cises the proportionate use of force and dis-
criminates between military and non-mili-
tary targets, in accordance with inter-
national humanitarian law and the laws of 
armed conflict. 

(c) In this section, the term ‘‘appropriate 
committees of Congress’’ means— 
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(1) the Committee on Armed Services, the 

Committee on Foreign Relations, and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; 
and 

(2) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives. 

SA 3799. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, 
Mr. VAN HOLLEN, and Ms. DUCKWORTH) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 
6157, making appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2019, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division B, in-
sert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this Act or 
any other Act may be used— 

(1) to prevent a Member of Congress from 
entering, for the purpose of conducting over-
sight, any facility located in the United 
States at which alien minors are housed or 
otherwise detained; 

(2) to require any Member of Congress to 
coordinate through a Congressional entity 
for their entry into, for the purpose of con-
ducting oversight, any facility described in 
paragraph (1); or 

(3) to make any temporary modification at 
a facility described in paragraph (1) that in 
any way alters what is observed by a visiting 
Member of Congress, compared to what 
would be observed in the absence of such 
modification. 

SA 3800. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B insert the following: 

SEC. ll. There are appropriated, in addi-
tion to any other amounts made available 
under this title, $100,000,000 for the block 
grants for substance abuse prevention and 
treatment under subpart II of part B of title 
XIX of the PHS Act. 

SA 3801. Mr. DURBIN (for himself, 
Ms. WARREN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, and Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 6157, making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2019, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. lll. (a) UNDUE HARDSHIP.—No funds 
made available in this or any other Act may 
be used to contest a claim, or to pay any 
contractor of the Federal Government that 
contests a claim, that is made— 

(1) in any proceeding under section 523(a)(8) 
of title 11, United States Code, that except-
ing a debt from discharge would constitute 
an undue hardship; and 

(2) by a debtor who— 
(A) has been determined by the Secretary 

of Veterans Affairs to be unemployable due 
to a service-connected disability; or 

(B) is a family caregiver of an eligible vet-
eran pursuant to section 1720G of title 38, 
United States Code. 

(b) OFFSET.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Act, the total amount ap-
propriated under the heading ‘‘PROGRAM AD-
MINISTRATION’’ under the heading ‘‘DEPART-
MENTAL MANAGEMENT’’ for the Department of 
Education is hereby reduced by $1,000,000. 

SA 3802. Mr. DURBIN (for himself, 
Ms. WARREN, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, and Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 6157, making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2019, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. lll. (a) UNDUE HARDSHIP.—No funds 
made available in this or any other Act may 
be used to contest a claim, or to pay any 
contractor of the Federal Government that 
contests a claim, that is made— 

(1) in any proceeding under section 523(a)(8) 
of title 11, United States Code, that except-
ing a debt from discharge would constitute 
an undue hardship; and 

(2) by a debtor who— 
(A) is receiving benefits under title II of 

the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 401 et seq.) 
or title XVI of that Act (42 U.S.C. 1381 et 
seq.) on the basis of disability; 

(B) has been determined by the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs to be unemployable due 
to a service-connected disability; 

(C) is a family caregiver of an eligible vet-
eran pursuant to section 1720G of title 38, 
United States Code; 

(D) is a member of a household that has a 
gross income that is less than 200 percent of 
the poverty line, and provides for the care 
and support of an elderly, disabled, or chron-
ically ill member of the household of the 
debtor or member of the immediate family of 
the debtor; 

(E) is a member of a household that has a 
gross income that is less than 200 percent of 
the poverty line, and the income of the debt-
or is solely derived from benefit payments 
under section 202 of the Social Security Act 
(42 U.S.C. 402); or 

(F) during the 5-year period preceding the 
filing of the petition (exclusive of any appli-
cable suspension of the repayment period), 
was not enrolled in an education program 
and had a gross income that was less than 
200 percent of the poverty line during each 
year during that period. 

(b) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘poverty line’’ means the poverty line (as de-
fined by the Office of Management and Budg-
et and revised annually in accordance with 
section 673(2) of the Community Services 
Block Grant Act (42 U.S.C. 9902(2)) applicable 
to a household of the size involved. 

(c) 85/15 RULE.—Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, for fiscal years 2019 through 
2028, no funds made available in this or any 
other Act shall be provided, directly or indi-
rectly, to any proprietary institution of 
higher education (as defined in section 102(b) 
of the Higher Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
1002(b))) that derives less than 15 percent of 
the institution’s revenue from sources other 
than Federal financial assistance provided 
under this or any other Act or any other 
Federal law, through a grant, contract, sub-
sidy, loan, guarantee, insurance, or other 
means, including Federal financial assist-
ance that is disbursed or delivered to an in-
stitution or on behalf of a student or to a 
student to be used to attend the institution, 
except that such assistance shall not include 

any monthly housing stipend provided under 
the Post-9/11 Educational Assistance Pro-
gram under chapter 33 of title 38, United 
States Code. 

SA 3803. Mrs. GILLIBRAND (for her-
self, Mr. ROUNDS, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. 
MANCHIN, Mrs. CAPITO, Mr. GARDNER, 
Mr. BENNET, and Ms. WARREN) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 
6157, making appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2019, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. Of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available by title II of this 
division under the headings ‘‘Operation and 
Maintenance, Air National Guard’’ and ‘‘Op-
eration and Maintenance, Air Force’’, not 
more than a total of $45,000,000 shall be avail-
able to the Secretary of the Air Force for 
payments to a local water authority located 
in the vicinity of an Air Force or Air Na-
tional Guard base (including a base not Fed-
erally-owned) for the treatment of 
perfluorooctane sulfonic acid and 
perfluorooctanoic acid in drinking water 
from the wells owned and operated by the 
local water authority or privately owned 
wells undertaken to attain the Environ-
mental Protection Agency Lifetime Health 
Advisory level for such acids: Provided, That 
the applicable Lifetime Health Advisory 
shall be the one in effect on the date of the 
enactment of this Act: Provided further, That 
the local water authority must have re-
quested such a payment from the Air Force 
or National Guard Bureau before March 1, 
2019, or the Air Force or National Guard Bu-
reau must have become aware of such a 
treatment plan before that date, for payment 
under this section to occur: Provided further, 
That the elevated levels of such acids in the 
water must have been the result of activities 
conducted by or paid for by the Department 
of the Air Force for payment under this sec-
tion to occur: Provided further, That such 
funds may be expended without regard to ex-
isting contractual provisions in agreements 
between the Department of the Air Force or 
the National Guard Bureau, as the case may 
be, and the State in which the base is located 
relating to environmental response actions 
or indemnification: Provided further, That, in 
order to be eligible for payment under this 
section, such treatment must have taken 
place after May 25, 2016, and the local water 
authority must waive all claims for treat-
ment expenses incurred before such date: 
Provided further, That any payment under 
this section may not exceed the actual cost 
of such treatment resulting from the activi-
ties conducted by or paid for by the Depart-
ment of the Air Force: Provided further, That 
the Secretary of the Air Force may enter 
into such agreements with the local water 
authority as may be necessary to implement 
this section. 

SA 3804. Ms. CANTWELL (for herself 
and Mr. CASSIDY) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title III of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 
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SEC. lll. (a) It is the sense of the Senate 

that dedicated funding for coding courses in 
kindergarten through grade 12 education 
should be a top priority. 

(b) In carrying out grant programs under 
the Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical 
Education Act of 2006 that allow grant funds 
to be used for coding programs, the Sec-
retary of Education shall prioritize applica-
tions from rural or underserved areas. 

SA 3805. Mr. NELSON (for himself 
and Mr. CASSIDY) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. (a) The Secretary of Health and 
Human Services shall seek to enter into a 
contract with the National Academy of 
Sciences under which the National Academy 
of Sciences conducts a study on amyotrophic 
lateral sclerosis and, not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, sub-
mits a report on such study to Congress. 

(b) The report under this section shall— 
(1) address— 
(A) the nationwide state of research on 

amyotrophic lateral sclerosis, including the 
state of research and development of assist-
ive technologies and drug treatments for 
such disease; 

(B) key gaps in research on amyotrophic 
lateral sclerosis; 

(C) the nationwide state of medical and 
care services for individuals with 
amyotrophic lateral sclerosis; 

(D) key gaps in access to medical and care 
services for individuals with amyotrophic 
lateral sclerosis; and 

(E) the higher incidence of amyotrophic 
lateral sclerosis in both active duty military 
and veterans causing them to be more than 
twice as likely to be diagnosed with the dis-
ease; and 

(2) include recommendations to Congress 
for advancing research as well as access to 
medical and care services with respect to 
amyotrophic lateral sclerosis. 

SA 3806. Mr. NELSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division B, in-
sert the following: 
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY 

OFFICE RECOMMENDATIONS FOR LOWERING 
PRESCRIPTION DRUG COSTS FOR STATE MED-
ICAID PROGRAMS, MEDICARE BENEFICIARIES, 
AND LOW-INCOME, NON-ELDERLY INDIVIDUALS 
WHO WOULD BE ELIGIBLE FOR MEDICAID IF 
THEIR STATE OF RESIDENCE EXPANDED ITS 
MEDICAID PROGRAM TO PROVIDE COVERAGE TO 
INDIVIDUALS WITH INCOMES OF UP TO 133 PER-
CENT OF THE FEDERAL POVERTY LEVEL 
SEC. lll. Not later than 1 year after the 

date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall 
submit to Congress a report providing rec-
ommendations for lowering prescription drug 
costs for— 

(1) State Medicaid programs under title 
XIX of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1396 
et seq.); 

(2) individuals who— 
(A) are described in section 

1902(a)(10)(A)(i)(VIII) of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1396a(a)(10)(A)(i)(VIII)); and 

(B) do not have access to affordable, com-
prehensive prescription drug coverage be-
cause they reside in a State that has elected 
not to provide medical assistance under the 
State Medicaid program to individuals de-
scribed in such section; and 

(3) individuals who are enrolled in the 
Medicare program under any part of title 
XVIII of the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 
1395 et seq.). 

SA 3807. Mr. WARNER (for himself 
and Mr. KAINE) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, making appropria-
tions for the Department of Defense for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2019, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. (a) TRAINING REQUIRED.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Defense 

shall ensure that appropriate Department of 
Defense personnel are provided training on 
whole of Government approaches to national 
security challenges. 

(2) COORDINATION.—In providing training 
under this section, the Secretary shall con-
sult with the heads of other appropriate de-
partments and agencies of the United States 
Government in order to ensure that such 
training promotes cross-agency and multi- 
sector learning, collaboration and problem- 
solving. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The training under this 
section shall include and emphasize the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Integration and synchronization of pol-
icy across the executive branch. 

(2) An understanding of the role of Con-
gress, State and local governments, commu-
nity organizations, academia, foreign gov-
ernments, non-governmental organizations, 
and the private sector in influencing and 
executing whole-of-Government solutions. 

(3) Operating in an interagency environ-
ment. 

(4) Table-top role playing exercises and 
mentorship programs designed to enable par-
ticipants to gain a greater understanding of 
interagency partnerships and means of oper-
ating successfully in a whole of Government 
environment. 

(c) PROVISION OF TRAINING.— 
(1) TRAINING BY COHORT.—Training shall be 

provided under this section to cohorts com-
prised of a mix of military and civilian per-
sonnel from across the Department and the 
Armed Forces and, with the approval of the 
head of the department or agency concerned, 
from other departments and agencies of the 
United States Government. 

(2) PROVIDERS OF TRAINING.—The entities 
providing training under this section shall 
include military staff and war colleges, the 
National Defense University, and accredited 
public institutions of higher education that 
provide whole of Government curricula and 
are located amid areas of high concentration 
of military and civilian national security 
personnel. 

SA 3808. Mr. GARDNER (for himself 
and Mr. RUBIO) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 

which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the amounts appro-
priated or otherwise made available this Act, 
whether division A or B of this Act, or by 
any other Act, may be obligated or expended 
for the following: 

(1) Assistance to the Government of El Sal-
vador. 

(2) Activities with the Government of El 
Salvador. 

SA 3809. Mr. CRUZ (for himself, Mr. 
INHOFE, and Mr. BARRASSO) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 6157, making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this division 
may be obligated or expended to implement 
the Arms Trade Treaty until the resolution 
of ratification of the Treaty is approved by 
the Senate. 

SA 3810. Mr. HELLER (for himself 
and Ms. KLOBUCHAR) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title III of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. Using funds appropriated under 
the heading ‘‘PROGRAM ADMINISTRATION’’ 
under the heading ‘‘DEPARTMENTAL MANAGE-
MENT’’ under the heading ‘‘DEPARTMENT 
OF EDUCATION’’, and not later than 180 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Education shall submit, to 
the Committee on Appropriations, the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation, and the Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions of the Senate 
and the Committee on Appropriations, the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology, and the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce of the House of Representa-
tives, a report on how the Department of 
Education is coordinating with the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration and 
the National Science Foundation to promote 
science, technology, engineering, and mathe-
matics programs that benefit students in 
grades pre-kindergarten through 12. 

SA 3811. Mr. HELLER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division A, in-
sert the following: 

SEC. lll. Not later than 90 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and the Committee 
on Armed Services of the Senate and the 
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Committee on Appropriations and the Com-
mittee on Armed Services of the House of 
Representatives a report that contains an as-
sessment of how increases in fees and copay-
ments for specialty care under the TRICARE 
program impacts access to mental health 
services by members of the Armed Forces 
and veterans. 

SA 3812. Mrs. HYDE–SMITH (for her-
self and Mr. REED) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

Section 115 of title I of division B is 
amended by striking ‘‘shall be applied in fis-
cal year 2019 by substituting ‘seven’ for 
‘six’ ’’ and inserting ‘‘is amended by striking 
‘six’ and inserting ‘seven’ ’’. 

SA 3813. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 6157, making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 
SEC. ll. AUTHORITY TO NEGOTIATE FAIR 

PRICES FOR MEDICARE PRESCRIP-
TION DRUGS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 1860D–11 of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395w–111) is 
amended by striking subsection (i). 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

SA 3814. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 6157, making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sions B, insert the following: 
SEC. ll. GRANTS FOR TRAINING AND SUPPORT 

SERVICES FOR FAMILIES AND CARE-
GIVERS OF PEOPLE LIVING WITH 
ALZHEIMER’S DISEASE OR A RE-
LATED DEMENTIA. 

Subpart I of part D of title III of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 254b et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘SEC. 330N. GRANTS FOR TRAINING AND SUP-

PORT SERVICES FOR FAMILIES AND 
CAREGIVERS OF PEOPLE LIVING 
WITH ALZHEIMER’S DISEASE OR A 
RELATED DEMENTIA. 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) AREA AGENCY ON AGING.—The term 

‘area agency on aging’ has the meaning 
given the term in section 102 of the Older 
Americans Act of 1965 (42 U.S.C. 3002). 

‘‘(2) MEDICALLY UNDERSERVED COMMU-
NITY.—The term ‘medically underserved 
community’ has the meaning given the term 
in section 799B. 

‘‘(b) GRANTS.—The Secretary may award 
grants to public or nonprofit private health 
care providers described in subsection (c) for 
the purpose of expanding training and sup-
port services for families and caregivers of 
people living with Alzheimer’s disease or a 
related dementia if such health care pro-
viders— 

‘‘(1) meet the conditions for receiving 
grants under subsection (d); and 

‘‘(2) submit an application to the Secretary 
in such form, in such manner, and con-
taining such agreements, assurances, and in-
formation as the Secretary may reasonably 
require. 

‘‘(c) RECIPIENTS OF GRANTS.—The public or 
nonprofit private health care providers de-
scribed in this subsection shall include— 

‘‘(1) health care organizations; 
‘‘(2) community health centers; 
‘‘(3) nursing homes; 
‘‘(4) senior centers; 
‘‘(5) area agencies on aging; 
‘‘(6) community-based organizations; 
‘‘(7) organizations providing support serv-

ices for families and caregivers of patients 
with younger-onset Alzheimer’s disease or a 
related dementia; and 

‘‘(8) State, local, and tribal public health 
agencies and social service agencies. 

‘‘(d) CONDITIONS FOR RECEIVING GRANTS.— 
To be eligible to receive a grant awarded 
under subsection (b), a public or nonprofit 
health care provider described in subsection 
(c) shall agree— 

‘‘(1) to employ a comprehensive approach 
to caring for patients with Alzheimer’s dis-
ease or a related dementia that integrates 
treatment of such patients with training and 
support services for the families and care-
givers of such patients; 

‘‘(2) in any program to be funded by a grant 
awarded under subsection (b), that services 
will be provided in the languages most ap-
propriate for, and with consideration for the 
cultural backgrounds of, the individuals for 
whom the services are provided; and 

‘‘(3) to provide outreach activities to in-
form the public of the services of the pro-
gram, and to provide information on Alz-
heimer’s disease and related dementias to 
the public. 

‘‘(e) COORDINATION.—The Secretary shall 
coordinate with the Director of the Office on 
Women’s Health and the Director of the Of-
fice of Minority Health in order to ensure 
that women, minorities, and patients who 
live in medically underserved communities 
are able to benefit from the training and sup-
port services funded through grants awarded 
under subsection (b). 

‘‘(f) FUNDING.— 
‘‘(1) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 

For the purpose of carrying out this section, 
there are authorized to be appropriated such 
sums as may be necessary for each of fiscal 
years 2018 through 2023. 

‘‘(2) ALLOCATION FOR MEDICALLY UNDER-
SERVED COMMUNITIES.—Of the amounts ap-
propriated under paragraph (1) for a fiscal 
year, the Secretary shall make available not 
less than 10 percent for grants awarded under 
subsection (b) to public or nonprofit private 
health care providers that primarily serve 
medically underserved communities and 
meet the requirements under this section.’’. 

SA 3815. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 6157, making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. (a) Paragraph (3) of section 529(e) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) CERTAIN CAREER TRAINING EXPENSES.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an indi-

vidual who is enrolled in or attending a pro-
gram to obtain a recognized postsecondary 

credential or occupational license, the term 
‘qualified higher education expenses’ in-
cludes expenses similar to the expenses de-
scribed in subparagraph (A) which are re-
quired for such program. 

‘‘(ii) PROGRAM TO OBTAIN A RECOGNIZED 
POSTSECONDARY CREDENTIAL.—For purposes 
of this subparagraph— 

‘‘(I) the term ‘recognized postsecondary 
credential’ has the meaning given the term 
in section 3(52) of the Workforce Innovation 
and Opportunity Act (29 U.S.C. 3102(52)), and 

‘‘(II) when used with respect to obtaining 
such a credential, the term ‘program’ means 
only a program which is included, and is of-
fered by a provider which is included, on the 
list described in section 122(d) of the Work-
force Innovation and Opportunity Act (29 
U.S.C. 3152(d)).’’. 

(b) The amendment made by this section 
shall apply to expenses paid or incurred in 
taxable years beginning after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. 

SA 3816. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for her-
self and Mr. SASSE) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
her to the bill H.R. 6157, making appro-
priations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. lll. COVERDELL LIFELONG LEARNING 

ACCOUNTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) RENAMING OF COVERDELL EDUCATION SAV-

INGS ACCOUNTS.—Section 530 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘Coverdell education sav-
ings account’’ each place it appears and in-
serting ‘‘Coverdell lifelong learning ac-
count’’; and 

(B) by striking ‘‘COVERDELL EDUCATION SAV-
INGS ACCOUNTS’’ in the heading and inserting 
‘‘COVERDELL LIFELONG LEARNING ACCOUNTS’’. 

(2) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.— 
(A) Section 26(b)(2)(E) of the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 is amended by striking 
‘‘Coverdell education savings accounts’’ and 
inserting ‘‘Coverdell lifelong learning ac-
counts’’. 

(B) Section 72(e)(9) of such Code is amend-
ed— 

(i) by striking ‘‘Coverdell education sav-
ings account’’ and inserting ‘‘Coverdell life-
long learning account’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘COVERDELL EDUCATION 
SAVINGS ACCOUNT’’ in the heading and insert-
ing ‘‘COVERDELL LIFELONG LEARNING AC-
COUNT’’. 

(C) Section 135(c)(2)(C) of such Code is 
amended— 

(i) by striking ‘‘Coverdell education sav-
ings account’’ and inserting ‘‘Coverdell life-
long learning account’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘COVERDELL EDUCATION 
SAVINGS ACCOUNT’’ in the heading and insert-
ing ‘‘COVERDELL LIFELONG LEARNING AC-
COUNT’’. 

(D) Section 408A(e)(2)(A)(ii) of such Code is 
amended by striking ‘‘Coverdell education 
savings account’’ and inserting ‘‘Coverdell 
lifelong learning account’’. 

(E) Section 529(c) of such Code is amend-
ed— 

(i) by striking ‘‘COVERDELL EDUCATION SAV-
INGS ACCOUNTS’’ in the heading of paragraph 
(3)(B)(vi) and inserting ‘‘COVERDELL LIFE-
LONG LEARNING ACCOUNT’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘an Coverdell education 
savings account’’ in paragraph (6) and insert-
ing ‘‘a Coverdell lifelong learning account’’. 

(F) Section 877A(e)(2) of such Code is 
amended by striking ‘‘Coverdell education 
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savings account’’ and inserting ‘‘Coverdell 
lifelong learning account’’. 

(G) Section 4973 of such Code is amended— 
(i) by striking ‘‘Coverdell education sav-

ings account’’ each place it appears in sub-
sections (a)(4) and (e)(2)(A) and inserting 
‘‘Coverdell lifelong learning account’’; 

(ii) by striking ‘‘Coverdell education sav-
ings accounts’’ in subsection (e)(1) and in-
serting ‘‘Coverdell lifelong learning ac-
counts’’; and 

(iii) by striking ‘‘COVERDELL EDUCATION 
SAVINGS ACCOUNTS’’ in the heading of sub-
section (e) and inserting ‘‘COVERDELL LIFE-
LONG LEARNING ACCOUNT’’. 

(H) Section 4975 of such Code is amended— 
(i) by striking ‘‘Coverdell education sav-

ings account’’ each place it appears in sub-
sections (c)(5) and (e)(1)(F) and inserting 
‘‘Coverdell lifelong learning account’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘COVERDELL EDUCATION 
SAVINGS ACCOUNTS’’ in the heading of sub-
section (c)(5) and inserting ‘‘COVERDELL LIFE-
LONG LEARNING ACCOUNTS’’. 

(I) Section 6693(a)(2)(F) of such Code is 
amended by striking ‘‘Coverdell education 
savings accounts’’ and inserting ‘‘Coverdell 
lifelong learning accounts’’. 

(J) The table of sections for part VIII of 
subchapter F of chapter 1 of such Code is 
amended by striking ‘‘Coverdell education 
savings accounts’’ and inserting ‘‘Coverdell 
lifelong learning accounts’’. 

(3) TREATMENT OF EXISTING ACCOUNTS.—For 
purposes of section 530(b)(1) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986, any account estab-
lished before January 1, 2018, and designated 
as a Coverdell education savings account 
shall be deemed to have been designated as a 
Coverdell lifelong learning account. 

(b) EXPANDED USE OF ACCOUNTS.— 
(1) ELIGIBLE EXPENSES.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 530(b)(2)(A) of the 

Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of clause (i), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (ii) 
and inserting ‘‘, and’’, and by adding at the 
end the following new clause: 

‘‘(iii) qualified educational or skill devel-
opment expenses (as defined in paragraph 
(5)).’’. 

(B) QUALIFIED EDUCATIONAL OR SKILL DE-
VELOPMENT EXPENSES.—Section 530(b) of such 
Code is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(5) QUALIFIED EDUCATIONAL OR SKILL DE-
VELOPMENT EXPENSES.—The term ‘qualified 
educational or skill development expenses’ 
means— 

‘‘(A) expenses paid or incurred— 
‘‘(i) after the beneficiary attains age 16, 

and 
‘‘(ii) for participation or enrollment of the 

beneficiary in services or activities that 
are— 

‘‘(I) training services described in section 
134(c)(3)(D) of the Workforce Innovation and 
Opportunity Act (29 U.S.C. 3174(c)(3)(D)) that 
are offered by a provider included on the list 
of eligible providers of training services de-
scribed in section 122 of such Act (29 U.S.C. 
3152), 

‘‘(II) career and technical education activi-
ties defined in section 3 of the Carl D. Per-
kins Career and Technical Education Act of 
2006 (20 U.S.C. 2302) that are offered through 
an eligible institution (as defined in such 
section), 

‘‘(III) career services described in clauses 
(iii), (iv), and (xi) of section 134(c)(2)(A) of 
the Workforce Innovation and Opportunity 
Act (29 U.S.C. 3174(c)(2)(A)) that are provided 
by providers eligible under section 
134(c)(2)(C) of such Act, 

‘‘(IV) youth activities described in section 
129(c)(2) of the Workforce Innovation and Op-
portunity Act (29 U.S.C. 3164(c)(2)) that are 
provided by eligible providers of youth work-

force investment activities under section 123 
of such Act, or 

‘‘(V) adult education and literacy activi-
ties, as defined in section 203 of the Adult 
Education and Family Literacy Act (29 
U.S.C. 3272), that are provided by eligible 
providers of adult education and literacy ac-
tivities under section 231 of such Act (29 
U.S.C. 3321), 

‘‘(B) expenses for transportation required 
for or provided by any of the services or ac-
tivities described in subparagraph (A), 

‘‘(C) expenses for testing necessary for en-
rollment in, or certification in connection 
with, services or activities described in sub-
paragraph (A), or 

‘‘(D) expenses for the purchase of any com-
puter technology or equipment (as defined in 
section 170(e)(6)(F)(i)) or Internet access and 
related services, if such technology, equip-
ment, or services are to be used by the bene-
ficiary for services or activities described in 
subparagraph (A) during any of the years the 
beneficiary is participating in or enrolled in 
any of the services or activities described in 
subparagraph (A).’’. 

(c) MODIFICATION OF RULES RELATING TO 
AGE RESTRICTIONS AND CONTRIBUTIONS.— 

(1) $10,000 ACCOUNT LIMIT AFTER AGE 30.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Subparagraph (E) of sec-

tion 530(b)(1) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by inserting ‘‘in excess of 
$10,000’’ after ‘‘any balance to the credit of 
the designated beneficiary’’. 

(B) CONTRIBUTION LIMIT.—Paragraph (1) of 
section 530(b)(1) of such Code is amended by 
striking ‘‘or’’ at the end of clause (ii), by 
striking the period at the end of clause (iii) 
and inserting ‘‘, or’’, and by adding at the 
end the following new clause: 

‘‘(iv) in the case of a beneficiary who is 
over the age of 30, if such contribution would 
result in the balance of the account exceed-
ing $10,000.’’. 

(2) INCREASED AGE LIMIT FOR CONTRIBU-
TIONS.—Clause (ii) of section 530(b)(1)(A) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended 
by striking ‘‘age 18’’ and inserting ‘‘age 70’’. 

(3) INCREASED CONTRIBUTION LIMITATION FOR 
INDIVIDUALS OVER AGE 30.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 530(b)(1)(A)(iii) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended 
by inserting ‘‘($4,000 in the case of an ac-
count the designated beneficiary of which 
has attained age of 30 before the end of the 
taxable year)’’ after ‘‘$2,000’’. 

(B) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
4973(e)(1)(A) of such Code is amended by 
striking ‘‘$2,000’’ and inserting ‘‘the limita-
tion applicable under section 
530(b)(1)(A)(iii)’’. 

(4) NO CHANGE IN BENEFICIARY AFTER AGE 
30.—Paragraph (6) of section 530(d) of the In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
striking ‘‘shall not be treated as a distribu-
tion for purposes of paragraph (1) if the new 
beneficiary’’ and inserting ‘‘shall not be 
treated as a distribution for purposes of 
paragraph (1) if— 

‘‘(A) the old beneficiary has not attained 
age 30 before the date of the change in bene-
ficiary, and 

‘‘(B) the new beneficiary’’. 
(d) CREDIT FOR EMPLOYER CONTRIBUTIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Subpart D of part IV of 

subchapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by adding 
at the end the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 45T. EMPLOYEE EDUCATIONAL SKILLS AND 

DEVELOPMENT EXPENSES. 
‘‘(a) GENERAL RULE.—For purposes of sec-

tion 38, the employee educational skills and 
development contribution credit determined 
under this section for any taxable year is 25 
percent of the nonelective contributions 
made by the taxpayer during the taxable 
year to a Coverdell lifelong learning account 
(as defined in section 530(b)) the designated 

beneficiary of which is an employee of the 
taxpayer. 

‘‘(b) SPECIAL RULES AND DEFINITIONS.—For 
purposes of this section— 

‘‘(1) EMPLOYEE.— 
‘‘(A) CERTAIN EMPLOYEES EXCLUDED.—The 

term ‘employee’ shall not include— 
‘‘(i) an employee within the meaning of 

section 401(c)(1), 
‘‘(ii) any 2-percent shareholder (as defined 

in section 1372(b)) of an S corporation, 
‘‘(iii) any 5-percent owner (as defined in 

section 416(i)(1)(B)(i)) of taxpayer, or 
‘‘(iv) any individual who bears any of the 

relationships described in subparagraphs (A) 
through (G) of section 152(d)(2) to, or is a de-
pendent described in section 152(d)(2)(H) of, 
an individual described in clause (i), (ii), or 
(iii). 

‘‘(B) LEASED EMPLOYEES.—The term ‘em-
ployee’ shall include a leased employee with-
in the meaning of section 414(n). 

‘‘(2) NONELECTIVE CONTRIBUTION.—The term 
‘nonelective contribution’ means an em-
ployer contribution other than an employer 
contribution pursuant to a salary reduction 
arrangement. 

‘‘(3) AGGREGATION AND OTHER RULES MADE 
APPLICABLE.— 

‘‘(A) AGGREGATION RULES.—All employers 
treated as a single employer under sub-
section (b), (c), (m), or (o) of section 414 shall 
be treated as a single employer for purposes 
of this section. 

‘‘(B) OTHER RULES.—Rules similar to the 
rules of subsections (c), (d), and (e) of section 
52 shall apply.’’. 

(2) CREDIT TREATED AS PART OF GENERAL 
BUSINESS CREDIT.—Section 38(b) of such Code 
is amended by striking ‘‘plus’’ at the end of 
paragraph (31), by striking the period at the 
end of paragraph (32) and inserting ‘‘, plus’’, 
and by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(33) the employee educational skills and 
development contribution credit determined 
under section 45T(a).’’. 

(3) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for subpart D of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 of such Code is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new item: 
‘‘Sec. 45T. Employee educational skills and 

development expenses.’’. 
(e) ALLOWANCE OF DEDUCTION FOR BENE-

FICIARY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Part VIII of subchapter B 

of chapter 1 of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 is amended by redesignating section 224 
as section 225 and by inserting after section 
223 the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 224. COVERDELL LIFELONG LEARNING AC-

COUNT CONTRIBUTIONS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an indi-

vidual who— 
‘‘(1) is the designated beneficiary of a 

Coverdell lifelong learning account (as de-
fined in section 530(b)(1)), and 

‘‘(2) has attained the age of 18 before the 
close of the taxable year, 
there shall be allowed as a deduction an 
amount equal to the contributions for the 
taxable year by or on behalf of such indi-
vidual to the account described in paragraph 
(1). 

‘‘(b) RECONTRIBUTED AMOUNTS.—No deduc-
tion shall be allowed under this section with 
respect to a rollover contribution described 
in section 530(d)(5).’’. 

(2) INCREASE IN ADDITIONAL TAX.— 
(A) INCREASE.— 
(i) IN GENERAL.—Section 530(d)(4)(A) of the 

Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
striking ‘‘10 percent’’ and inserting ‘‘20 per-
cent’’. 

(ii) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
529(c)(6) of such Code is amended by inserting 
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‘‘, except that ‘10 percent’ shall be sub-
stituted for ‘20 percent’ in subparagraph (A) 
thereof’’ before the period at the end of the 
first sentence. 

(B) MODIFICATION OF TAX TREATMENT OF DE-
DUCTIBLE CONTRIBUTIONS.—Paragraph (1) of 
section 530(d) is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(1) INCLUSION IN GROSS INCOME.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Any distribution shall 

be includible in the gross income of the dis-
tributee as follows: 

‘‘(i) So much of the distribution as is equal 
to or less than the deductible amount shall 
be fully included in gross income. 

‘‘(ii) So much of the distribution which ex-
ceeds the deductible amount shall be in-
cluded in gross income in the manner as pro-
vided in section 72 (determined by applying 
such section without regard to any amounts 
to which clause (i) applies). 

‘‘(B) DEDUCTIBLE AMOUNT.—For purposes of 
this paragraph, the term ‘deductible amount’ 
means the excess of— 

‘‘(i) the sum of contributions to the ac-
count for which a deduction was allowed 
under section 224 in such year and any pre-
ceding taxable year, over 

‘‘(ii) the amount of distributions to which 
subparagraph (A)(i) applied to in any pre-
ceding taxable year.’’. 

(3) CLERICAL AMENDMENT.—The table of 
sections for part VIII of subchapter B of 
chapter 1 of such Code is amended by redes-
ignating the item relating to section 224 as 
relating to section 225 and by inserting after 
the item relating to section 223 the following 
new item: 
‘‘Sec. 224. Coverdell lifelong learning ac-

count contributions.’’. 
(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as otherwise pro-

vided in this subsection, the amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on 
January 1, 2018. 

(2) ELIGIBLE EXPENSES.—The amendments 
made by subsection (b) shall apply to dis-
tributions made after December 31, 2018. 

(3) CONTRIBUTIONS.—The amendments made 
by paragraphs (1)(B) and (2) of subsection (c) 
shall apply to contributions made after De-
cember 31, 2018. 

(4) EMPLOYER CONTRIBUTION CREDIT AND 
BENEFICIARY DEDUCTIONS.—The amendments 
made by subsections (d) and (e) shall apply 
to taxable years beginning after December 
31, 2018. 

SA 3817. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by her to the bill H.R. 6157, making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. (a) Subpart A of part IV of sub-
chapter A of chapter 1 of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 is amended by inserting 
after section 25D the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 25E. EXPENSES FOR ELDERCARE. 

‘‘(a) ALLOWANCE OF CREDIT.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In the case of an indi-

vidual for which there are 1 or more quali-
fying individuals with respect to such indi-
vidual, there shall be allowed as a credit 
against the tax imposed by this chapter for 
the taxable year an amount equal to the ap-
plicable percentage of the eldercare expenses 
paid by such individual during the taxable 
year. 

‘‘(2) APPLICABLE PERCENTAGE.—For pur-
poses of paragraph (1), the term ‘applicable 
percentage’ means 20 percent, reduced (but 
not below zero) by 1 percentage point for 

each $4,000 (or fraction thereof) by which the 
taxpayer’s adjusted gross income for the tax-
able year exceeds $120,000. 

‘‘(b) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sec-
tion— 

‘‘(1) QUALIFYING INDIVIDUAL.—The term 
‘qualifying individual’ means an individual— 

‘‘(A) who has attained age 65, 
‘‘(B) who requires assistance with activi-

ties of daily living, and 
‘‘(C) who is, with respect to the taxpayer or 

the taxpayer’s spouse— 
‘‘(i) the father or mother or an ancestor of 

such father or mother, 
‘‘(ii) the father-in-law or mother-in-law or 

an ancestor of such father-in-law or mother- 
in-law, 

‘‘(iii) the stepfather or stepmother or an 
ancestor of such stepfather or stepmother, or 

‘‘(iv) any other person who, for the taxable 
year, has the same principal place of abode 
as the taxpayer and is a member of the 
household of the taxpayer. 

‘‘(2) ELDERCARE EXPENSES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The term ‘eldercare ex-

penses’ means the following amounts paid 
for expenses relating to the care of a quali-
fying individual: 

‘‘(i) Medical care (as defined in section 
213(d)(1), without regard to subparagraph D 
thereof). 

‘‘(ii) Lodging away from home in accord-
ance with section 213(d)(2). 

‘‘(iii) Adult day care. 
‘‘(iv) Custodial care. 
‘‘(v) Respite care. 
‘‘(vi) Assistive technologies and devices 

(including remote health monitoring). 
‘‘(vii) Environmental modifications (in-

cluding home modifications). 
‘‘(viii) Counseling or training for a care-

giver. 
‘‘(B) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of sub-

paragraph (A)— 
‘‘(i) ADULT DAY CARE.—The term ‘adult day 

care’ means care provided for adults with 
functional or cognitive impairments through 
a structured, community-based group pro-
gram which provides health, social, and 
other related support services on a less than 
24-hour basis. 

‘‘(ii) CUSTODIAL CARE.—The term ‘custodial 
care’ means reasonable personal care serv-
ices provided to assist with daily living 
which do not require the skills of qualified 
technical or professional personnel. 

‘‘(iii) RESPITE CARE.—The term ‘respite 
care’ means planned or emergency care in-
tended to provide temporary relief to a care-
giver. 

‘‘(C) CARE CENTERS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Eldercare expenses de-

scribed in subparagraph (A) which are in-
curred for services provided outside the tax-
payer’s household by a care center shall be 
taken into account only if such center com-
plies with all applicable laws and regulations 
of a State or unit of local government. 

‘‘(ii) CARE CENTER.—For purposes of this 
subparagraph, the term ‘care center’ means 
any facility which— 

‘‘(I) provides care for more than 6 individ-
uals, and 

‘‘(II) receives a fee, payment, or grant for 
providing services for any of the individuals 
(regardless of whether such facility is oper-
ated for profit). 

‘‘(c) DOLLAR LIMITATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The amount of the 

eldercare expenses incurred during any tax-
able year which may be taken into account 
under subsection (a) shall not exceed $6,000. 

‘‘(2) COORDINATION WITH DEPENDENT CARE 
ASSISTANCE EXCLUSION.—The dollar amount 
in paragraph (1) shall be reduced by the ag-
gregate amount excluded from gross income 
under section 129 for the taxable year, if any. 

‘‘(d) SPECIAL RULES.—For purposes of this 
section— 

‘‘(1) PAYMENTS TO RELATED INDIVIDUALS.— 
No credit shall be allowed under subsection 
(a) for any amount paid to an individual with 
respect to whom, for the taxable year, a de-
duction under section 151(c) is allowable ei-
ther to the taxpayer or the taxpayer’s 
spouse. For purposes of this paragraph, the 
term ‘taxable year’ means the taxable year 
of the taxpayer in which the service is per-
formed. 

‘‘(2) IDENTIFYING INFORMATION REQUIRED 
WITH RESPECT TO SERVICE PROVIDER.—No 
credit shall be allowed under subsection (a) 
for any amount paid to any person unless— 

‘‘(A) the name, address, and taxpayer iden-
tification number of such person are in-
cluded on the return claiming the credit, or 

‘‘(B) if such person is an organization de-
scribed in section 501(c)(3) and exempt from 
tax under section 501(a), the name and ad-
dress of such person are included on the re-
turn claiming the credit. 
In the case of a failure to provide the infor-
mation required under the preceding sen-
tence, the preceding sentence shall not apply 
if it is shown that the taxpayer exercised due 
diligence in attempting to provide the infor-
mation so required. 

‘‘(3) IDENTIFYING INFORMATION REQUIRED 
WITH RESPECT TO QUALIFYING INDIVIDUALS.— 
No credit shall be allowed under subsection 
(a) with respect to any qualifying individual 
unless the taxpayer identification number of 
such individual is included on the return 
claiming the credit. 

‘‘(e) DENIAL OF DOUBLE BENEFIT.—No credit 
shall be allowed under subsection (a) for any 
amount with respect to which a credit is al-
lowed under section 21. 

‘‘(f) REGULATIONS.—The Secretary shall 
prescribe such regulations as may be nec-
essary to carry out the purposes of this sec-
tion.’’. 

(b) The table of sections for subpart A of 
part IV of subchapter A of chapter 1 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 is amended by 
inserting after the item relating to section 
25D the following new item: 
‘‘Sec. 25E. Expenses for eldercare.’’. 

(c)(1) Section 213(e) of the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 is amended— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘or section 25E’’ after 
‘‘section 21’’, and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘AND ELDERS’’ after ‘‘CER-
TAIN DEPENDENTS’’ in the heading. 

(2) Section 6213(g)(2) of such Code is amend-
ed— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘, section 25E (relating to 
expenses for care of elders),’’ after ‘‘(relating 
to expenses for household and dependent care 
services necessary for gainful employment)’’ 
in subparagraph (H), and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘, 25E’’ after ‘‘24’’ in sub-
paragraph (L). 

(d) The amendments made by this section 
shall apply to taxable years beginning after 
the date of the enactment of this Act. 

SA 3818. Ms. KLOBUCHAR submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division B, in-
sert the following: 

SAFE AND AFFORDABLE DRUGS FROM CANADA 
SEC. lll. 
Chapter VIII of the Federal Food, Drug, 

and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 381 et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 
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‘‘SEC. 810. IMPORTATION BY INDIVIDUALS OF 

PRESCRIPTION DRUGS FROM CAN-
ADA. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of this Act, not later than 185 
days after the date of enactment of this sec-
tion, the Secretary shall promulgate regula-
tions permitting individuals to safely import 
into the United States a prescription drug 
described in subsection (b). 

‘‘(b) PRESCRIPTION DRUG.—A prescription 
drug described in this subsection— 

‘‘(1) is a prescription drug that— 
‘‘(A) is purchased from an approved Cana-

dian pharmacy; 
‘‘(B) is dispensed by a pharmacist licensed 

to practice pharmacy and dispense prescrip-
tion drugs in Canada; 

‘‘(C) is purchased for personal use by the 
individual, not for resale, in quantities that 
do not exceed a 90-day supply; 

‘‘(D) is filled using a valid prescription 
issued by a physician licensed to practice in 
a State in the United States; and 

‘‘(E) has the same active ingredient or in-
gredients, route of administration, dosage 
form, and strength as a prescription drug ap-
proved by the Secretary under chapter V; 
and 

‘‘(2) does not include— 
‘‘(A) a controlled substance (as defined in 

section 102 of the Controlled Substances Act 
(21 U.S.C. 802)); 

‘‘(B) a biological product (as defined in sec-
tion 351 of the Public Health Service Act (42 
U.S.C. 262)); 

‘‘(C) an infused drug (including a peri-
toneal dialysis solution); 

‘‘(D) an intravenously injected drug; 
‘‘(E) a drug that is inhaled during surgery; 
‘‘(F) a parenteral drug; 
‘‘(G) a drug manufactured through one or 

more biotechnology processes, including— 
‘‘(i) a therapeutic DNA plasmid product; 
‘‘(ii) a therapeutic synthetic peptide prod-

uct of not more than 40 amino acids; 
‘‘(iii) a monoclonal antibody product for in 

vivo use; and 
‘‘(iv) a therapeutic recombinant DNA-de-

rived product; 
‘‘(H) a drug required to be refrigerated at 

any time during manufacturing, packing, 
processing, or holding; or 

‘‘(I) a photoreactive drug. 
‘‘(c) APPROVED CANADIAN PHARMACY.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—In this section, an ap-

proved Canadian pharmacy is a pharmacy 
that— 

‘‘(A) is located in Canada; and 
‘‘(B) that the Secretary certifies— 
‘‘(i) is licensed to operate and dispense pre-

scription drugs to individuals in Canada; and 
‘‘(ii) meets the criteria under paragraph 

(3). 
‘‘(2) PUBLICATION OF APPROVED CANADIAN 

PHARMACIES.—The Secretary shall publish on 
the Internet Web site of the Food and Drug 
Administration a list of approved Canadian 
pharmacies, including the Internet Web site 
address of each such approved Canadian 
pharmacy, from which individuals may pur-
chase prescription drugs in accordance with 
subsection (a). 

‘‘(3) ADDITIONAL CRITERIA.—To be an ap-
proved Canadian pharmacy, the Secretary 
shall certify that the pharmacy— 

‘‘(A) has been in existence for a period of at 
least 5 years preceding the date of such cer-
tification and has a purpose other than to 
participate in the program established under 
this section; 

‘‘(B) operates in accordance with pharmacy 
standards set forth by the provincial phar-
macy rules and regulations enacted in Can-
ada; 

‘‘(C) has processes established by the phar-
macy, or participates in another established 
process, to certify that the physical premises 

and data reporting procedures and licenses 
are in compliance with all applicable laws 
and regulations, and has implemented poli-
cies designed to monitor ongoing compliance 
with such laws and regulations; 

‘‘(D) conducts or commits to participate in 
ongoing and comprehensive quality assur-
ance programs and implements such quality 
assurance measures, including blind testing, 
to ensure the veracity and reliability of the 
findings of the quality assurance program; 

‘‘(E) agrees that laboratories approved by 
the Secretary shall be used to conduct prod-
uct testing to determine the safety and effi-
cacy of sample pharmaceutical products; 

‘‘(F) has established, or will establish or 
participate in, a process for resolving griev-
ances and will be held accountable for viola-
tions of established guidelines and rules; 

‘‘(G) does not resell products from online 
pharmacies located outside Canada to cus-
tomers in the United States; and 

‘‘(H) meets any other criteria established 
by the Secretary.’’. 

SA 3819. Mr. WHITEHOUSE (for him-
self, Mr. CRAPO, and Mr. COONS) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 
6157, making appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2019, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division A, in-
sert the following: 

SEC. lll. Of the amounts appropriated or 
otherwise made available in this division for 
the congressionally directed medical re-
search programs, $10,000,000 shall be used to 
carry out a pancreatic cancer research pro-
gram. 

SA 3820. Mr. REED (for himself, Ms. 
MURKOWSKI, and Mr. BROWN) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title III of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

‘‘SEC. ll. (a) The Comptroller General of 
the United States shall conduct a study on 
the condition of the public school facilities 
of the United States and their adequacy to 
support a 21st century education. 

‘‘(b) In conducting the study under sub-
section (a), the Comptroller General shall 
study the following factors: 

‘‘(1) Structural integrity. 
‘‘(2) Plumbing. 
‘‘(3) Heating, ventilation, and air condi-

tioning systems. 
‘‘(4) Compliance with fire and safety codes. 
‘‘(5) Compliance with Federal laws, includ-

ing the Americans with Disabilities Act of 
1990 (42 U.S.C. 12101 et seq.). 

‘‘(6) Lighting. 
‘‘(7) Indoor air quality. 
‘‘(8) Environmental conditions, such as ex-

posure to asbestos, lead, and mold. 
‘‘(9) Physical security. 
‘‘(10) Sufficient space for instruction. 
‘‘(c) The Comptroller General shall include 

in the study under subsection (a) informa-
tion on the ability of States and local edu-
cational agencies to pay for necessary re-
pairs, renovation, and construction of public 
school facilities that are not in adequate 
condition, including plans to finance the 
work within the next 10 years. 

‘‘(d) Not later than 18 months after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall submit to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and the Committee 
on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions of 
the Senate, and the Committee on Appro-
priations and the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce of the House of Rep-
resentatives, the findings of the study under 
this section.’’. 

SA 3821. Mr. UDALL (for himself and 
Mr. HEINRICH) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this title for 
the Office of Refugee Resettlement may be 
obligated or expended for facilities or con-
tractors of the Office if the Director of the 
Office fails to— 

(1) report to the Director of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation with respect to inci-
dents of physical or mental injury, sexual 
abuse or exploitation, or negligent treat-
ment of a child in the custody of the Office 
or other Federal agencies and subsequent in-
vestigations of such incidents under the Vic-
tims of Child Abuse Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. 
13001 et seq.); 

(2) track and report such incidents to Con-
gress annually; or 

(3) provide children in the custody of the 
Office with access to private areas to place 
telephone calls with complaints of abuse or 
harassment. 

SA 3822. Mr. UDALL (for himself and 
Mr. HEINRICH) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. The Director of the Office of Ref-
ugee Resettlement shall provide at each 
temporary facility of the Office that houses 
unaccompanied alien children the full range 
of services and the same level of care as are 
required for permanent facilities that house 
such children. 

SA 3823. Mr. UDALL (for himself and 
Mr. HEINRICH) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, making appropria-
tions for the Department of Defense for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2019, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. Of the amount appropriated in 
this division under the heading ‘‘General De-
partmental Management’’, under the heading 
‘‘Office of the Secretary’’, the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services shall utilize 
$1,100,000 for the continuation of cooperative 
agreements for members of the U.S. Mexico 
Border Health Commission, which include 
the Border States of Texas, New Mexico, 
California and Arizona. 
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SA 3824. Mr. UDALL (for himself, 

Mrs. CAPITO, and Mr. HEINRICH) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 6157, 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Defense for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2019, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

In the matter under the heading ‘‘AGING 
AND DISABILITY SERVICES PROGRAMS (INCLUD-
ING TRANSFER OF FUNDS)’’ under the heading 
‘‘ADMINISTRATION FOR COMMUNITY LIVING’’ in 
title II of division B, strike the colon the 
first place it appears and insert ‘‘(and an ad-
ditional amount of $5,000,000): Provided, That 
the additional amount of $5,000,000 made 
available under this heading shall be for 
making (under section 411 of the OAA and 
consistent with the requirements of the non-
displacement and related grievance proce-
dures of subtitle F of title I of the National 
and Community Service Act of 1990 and with 
the Nationwide Program for National and 
State Background Checks described in sec-
tion 6201 of the Patient Protection and Af-
fordable Care Act) grants to public agencies 
and private nonprofit agencies for placing 
volunteers in communities to assist older in-
dividuals and individuals with disabilities in 
living independently in their homes, or to 
support family caregivers who are facili-
tating that independent living:’’. 

SA 3825. Ms. CORTEZ MASTO (for 
herself and Mrs. ERNST) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 
SEC. ll. STUDY ON TRAUMATIC BRAIN INJURY. 

(a) STUDY.—The Comptroller General of 
the United States, in meaningful consulta-
tion with experts on the intersections of do-
mestic violence, disabilities, trauma, and 
mental health, shall conduct a study to 
evaluate the status of— 

(1) research on the relationship between in-
timate partner violence and traumatic brain 
injury experienced by victims; and 

(2) public awareness and education cam-
paigns related to the effects of intimate 
partner violence on victims’ brain health and 
its connection to traumatic brain injury ex-
perienced by victims. 

(b) CONTENT.—The study conducted under 
subsection (a) shall include— 

(1) a review on the outcomes of any pre-
vious research, the status of existing re-
search activities, and efforts to address 
knowledge gaps across agencies of the Fed-
eral Government; and 

(2) recommendations to— 
(A) encourage increased research to ad-

dress existing knowledge gaps relating to the 
relationship between intimate partner vio-
lence and traumatic brain injury experienced 
by victims; 

(B) increase awareness of the effects of in-
timate partner violence on the brain health 
of victims for health care and other treat-
ment providers; 

(C) increase victim service providers’ 
awareness of the effects of intimate partner 
violence on victims’ brain health, enhance 
their capacity to identify victims with trau-
matic brain injuries and provide services 
that support victims’ healing and recovery; 
and 

(D) increase awareness of the links be-
tween intimate partner violence and the 
brain health of victims’ for the general pub-
lic. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General shall submit to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions of the Senate, the Committee on 
the Judiciary of the Senate, the Committee 
on Appropriations of the Senate, the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives, the Committee on 
Ways and Means of the House of Representa-
tives, and the Committee on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives a report on 
the study conducted under subsection (a). 

SA 3826. Mr. CARDIN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division B, in-
sert the following: 

REPORT ON ASTHMA CONTROL ACTIVITIES 
SEC. ll. Not later than 120 days after the 

date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services shall submit 
to Congress a report on asthma control ac-
tivities conducted by the Department of 
Health and Human Services that includes in-
formation on— 

(1) how States may employ Medicaid fund-
ing to support asthma control activities in 
various settings, including home-based and 
residential settings; 

(2) public health and population level ap-
proaches to addressing environmental expo-
sures; 

(3) how the health care and housing sectors 
can work together on interventions to im-
prove asthma care and reduce asthma mor-
bidity; and 

(4) what the Department of Health and 
Human Services is doing to expand access to 
State asthma housing and home-based re-
lated initiatives, including what research re-
lated to such initiatives the Department is 
funding, and what resources to support such 
initiatives are made available through all 
programs of the Department, including pro-
grams administered by the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention and the Na-
tional Institutes of Health. 

SA 3827. Mr. CASEY (for himself and 
Mr. YOUNG) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 6157, making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2019, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. (a) In addition to amounts appro-
priated under the heading ‘‘Children and 
Families Services Programs’’ under the 
heading ‘‘Administration for Children and 
Families’’, there is appropriated $10,000,000 
for purposes of carrying out title I of the 
Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act. 

(b) The amounts made available for nec-
essary administrative expenses under the 
heading ‘‘Children and Families Services 
Programs’’ under the heading ‘‘Administra-
tion for Children and Families’’ is hereby re-
duced by $10,000,000. 

SA 3828. Mr. MENENDEZ (for him-
self, Mr. COONS, Mr. CARPER, Mr. 

WHITEHOUSE, Mr. REED, and Mr. BOOK-
ER) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3695 
proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 
6157, making appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2019, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. Notwithstanding the final rule 
of the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid 
Services entitled ‘‘Medicare Program: Hos-
pital Inpatient Prospective Payment Sys-
tems for Acute Care Hospitals and the Long 
Term Care Hospital Prospective Payment 
System and Policy Changes and Fiscal Year 
2019 Rates; Quality Reporting Requirements 
for Specific Providers; Medicare and Med-
icaid Electronic Health Record (EHR) Incen-
tive Programs (Promoting Interoperability 
Programs) Requirements for Eligible Hos-
pitals, Critical Access Hospitals, and Eligible 
Professionals; Medicare Cost Reporting Re-
quirements; and Physician Certification and 
Recertification of Claims’’ or any other pro-
vision of law, none of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this division 
for the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid 
Services may be used to terminate the im-
puted floor policy under section 412.64(h) of 
title 42, Code of Federal Regulations (includ-
ing the policy under clause (vi) of such sec-
tion), as in effect with respect to discharges 
during fiscal year 2018, to discharges occur-
ring on or after October 1, 2018. The Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services shall 
implement the preceding sentence in a budg-
et-neutral manner under section 1886(d) of 
the Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395ww(d)). 

SA 3829. Mr. ENZI submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title III of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. For the purposes of calculating 
the maximum Federal Pell Grant award 
under section 401(b)(2)(A)(i) of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 for an award year sub-
sequent to the 2019–2020 award year, the last 
enacted appropriation Act shall be the Con-
solidated Appropriations Act, 2018: Provided, 
That nothing in this section shall be inter-
preted as precluding a future appropriations 
Act from increasing the maximum award 
above such level for future award years. 

SA 3830. Mr. LEAHY (for Mrs. MUR-
RAY) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the 
bill H.R. 6157, making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2019, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. Of the amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by title IV of this 
division under the heading ‘‘Research, Devel-
opment, Test and Evaluation, Navy’’, up to 
$2,000,000 may be available for research on a 
practical means of reducing fighter aircraft 
engine noise (both near and far noise im-
pacts) at the source while maintaining oper-
ational performance. 
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SA 3831. Mr. LEAHY (for Mrs. MUR-

RAY) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the 
bill H.R. 6157, making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2019, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. Of the amount appropriated or 
otherwise made available by title II of this 
division under the heading ‘‘Operation and 
Maintenance, Defense-Wide’’, up to 
$20,000,000 may be available for the Depart-
ment of Defense Family Advocacy Program 
to do the following: 

(1) To address allegations of juvenile prob-
lematic sexual behavior occurring on mili-
tary installations, including to ensure that 
the Program has the resources necessary to 
ensure a consistent, standardized response to 
allegations of juvenile problematic sexual 
behavior across the Department of Defense 
(including the appropriate level of staff and 
training resources). 

(2) To maintain a centralized database 
with information on reported incidents of ju-
venile problematic sexual behavior. 

SA 3832. Mr. FLAKE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. The amount expended by the 
Department of Defense from amounts appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this 
division for preparations for or the conduct 
of any particular parade may not exceed 
$15,000,000. 

SA 3833. Mr. FLAKE (for himself, Mr. 
MCCAIN, and Mrs. ERNST) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. The amount appropriated by 
title II of this division under the heading 
‘‘Shipbuilding and Conversion, Navy’’ is 
hereby reduced by $475,000,000, with the 
amount of the reduction applied against 
amounts available under that heading for 
the Littoral Combat Ship. 

SA 3834. Mr. FLAKE (for himself and 
Mr. MCCAIN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the 
bill H.R. 6157, making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2019, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act may be used to support the 

construction of fast food (as defined in the 
most recent Dietary Guidelines for Ameri-
cans published under section 301 of the Na-
tional Nutrition Monitoring and Related Re-
search Act of 1990 (7 U.S.C. 5341)) res-
taurants. 

SA 3835. Mr. FLAKE (for himself and 
Mr. MCCAIN) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the 
bill H.R. 6157, making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2019, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the amounts appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this 
Act may be obligated or expended for the de-
velopment of a beerbot or other robot bar-
tender. 

SA 3836. Ms. HIRONO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place under the heading 
‘‘Salaries and Expenses’’ under the heading 
‘‘National Mediation Board’’ in title IV of di-
vision B, strike ‘‘$13,800,000.’’ and insert 
‘‘$13,800,000: Provided, That the National Me-
diation Board shall prepare and submit a re-
port, not later than 60 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, to the Committee on 
Appropriations of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Appropriations 
of the Senate on any concurrent postpone-
ment election under the jurisdiction of the 
National Mediation Board and the rationale 
for the postponement.’’. 

SA 3837. Ms. HIRONO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title III of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. (a) Section 113(4)(A)(ii) of the 
Strengthening Career and Technical Edu-
cation for the 21st Century Act (Public Law 
115–224) is amended by striking subclause 
(II). 

(b) Section 114(d)(1)(B)(vi) of the Carl D. 
Perkins Career and Technical Education Act 
of 2006 (20 U.S.C. 2324(d)(1)(B)(vi) is amended 
to read as follows: 

‘‘(vi) other individuals and qualified inter-
mediaries with relevant expertise, which 
shall include individuals with expertise in 
addressing inequities in access to, and in op-
portunities for, academic and technical skill 
attainment and in programs dealing with 
gender and racial or ethnic disparities;’’. 

SA 3838. Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, and Mr. REED) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-

tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

In the matter under the heading ‘‘STUDENT 
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE’’ in title III of divi-
sion B, strike the first period and insert ‘‘: 
Provided further, That none of the funds made 
available under this title may be used to 
modify any regulation (as in effect on the 
date of enactment of this Act) if the modi-
fication would increase the cost of the Fed-
eral Pell Grant program carried out under 
subpart 1 of part A of title IV of the HEA, by 
$1,000,000,000.’’. 

SA 3839. Ms. WARREN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title V of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 
SEC. ll. STUDY ON FIRST RESPONDER HEALTH 

IMPACTS. 
(a) STUDY.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Health 

and Human Services (referred to in this sec-
tion as the ‘‘Secretary’’), acting through the 
Director of the Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention and the Director of the Agen-
cy for Toxic Substances and Disease Reg-
istry, and, as appropriate, the Director of the 
National Institute of Environmental Health 
Sciences, and in consultation with the Sec-
retary of Defense shall conduct a study of 
the health implications for firefighters, po-
lice officers, and other first responders of ex-
posure to per- and polyfluoroalkyl sub-
stances occurring during training or when 
fighting fires, including exposure that occurs 
as a result of the use of firefighting protec-
tive equipment containing per- and 
polyfluoroalkyl substances. 

(2) RECOMMENDATIONS AND REPORTS.—The 
Secretary shall— 

(A) not later than one year after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, and annually 
thereafter until submission of the report 
under subparagraph (B)(ii), submit to the ap-
propriate congressional committees a report 
on the progress of the study under paragraph 
(1); and 

(B) not later than 3 years after the date of 
enactment of this Act— 

(i) complete the study under paragraph (1); 
and 

(ii) submit a report, including any appro-
priate recommendations, to the appropriate 
congressional committees on the results of 
such study. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to 
carry out this Act, $5,000,000 for fiscal year 
2019. 

(c) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-
TEES DEFINED.—For purposes of this section, 
the term ‘‘appropriate congressional com-
mittees’’ means— 

(1) the Committee on Appropriations, the 
Committee on Armed Services, the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions, the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works, the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs, and the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs of 
the Senate; and 

(2) the Committee on Appropriations, the 
Committee on Armed Services, the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs, and the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security of the House of 
Representatives. 
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SA 3840. Ms. WARREN submitted an 

amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. The Firefighter Cancer Registry 
Act of 2018 (Public Law 115–194) is amended— 

(1) by inserting ‘‘, police officers, and other 
first responders’’ after ‘‘firefighters’’ each 
place the term appears; 

(2) by inserting ‘‘police officer, or other 
first responder’’ after ‘‘firefighter’’ each 
place the term appears; and 

(3) in section 2— 
(A) in subsection (d)(3), by inserting ‘‘local 

law enforcement agencies, State associations 
of police chiefs, and emergency medical tech-
nician agencies and associations,’’ after 
‘‘State departments of homeland security,’’; 
and 

(B) in subsection (e)(4), by inserting ‘‘, law 
enforcement,’’ after ‘‘national fire’’. 

SA 3841. Mrs. MCCASKILL (for her-
self and Mr. ISAKSON) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division A, in-
sert the following: 

SEC. llll. The Secretary of Defense 
shall use amounts appropriated or otherwise 
made available to the Department of Defense 
under this division to provide testing for ele-
vated blood lead levels at military treatment 
facilities for babies during their 12-month 
and 24-month wellness checks or annual 
physical examinations. 

SA 3842. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, 
Mr. UDALL, Mr. BOOKER, and Mr. HEIN-
RICH) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the 
bill H.R. 6157, making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2019, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in the matter 
under the heading ‘‘CHILDREN AND FAMILIES 
SERVICES PROGRAMS’’ under the heading ‘‘AD-
MINISTRATION FOR CHILDREN AND FAMILIES’’ 
in title II of division B, insert ‘‘: Provided fur-
ther, That $10,000,000 of the amounts made 
available under this heading shall be for car-
rying out the Assets for Independence Act’’. 

SA 3843. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, 
Ms. DUCKWORTH, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. 
MENENDEZ, Mr. KAINE, and Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the 
bill H.R. 6157, making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2019, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B insert the following: 

SEC. ll. There are appropriated, in addi-
tion to any other amounts made available 
under the heading ‘‘Health Workforce’’ under 
the heading ‘‘Health Resources and Services 
Administration’’, $17,000,000 for purposes of 
carrying out title VIII of the PHS Act. 

SA 3844. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this or any other Act may be used to 
enter into a contract, memorandum of un-
derstanding, or cooperative agreement with, 
make a grant to, or provide a loan or loan 
guarantee to any corporation that has any 
unpaid Federal tax liability that has been as-
sessed, for which all judicial and administra-
tive remedies have been exhausted or have 
lapsed, and that is not being paid in a timely 
manner pursuant to an agreement with the 
authority responsible for collecting such tax 
liability, provided that the applicable Fed-
eral agency— 

(1) is aware of the unpaid Federal tax li-
ability; 

(2) has considered suspension or debarment 
of the corporation; and 

(3) has made a determination that such 
suspension or debarment is necessary to pro-
tect the interests of the Federal Govern-
ment. 

SA 3845. Mr. RUBIO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the amounts appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this 
division may be used to deactivate or re-
align, or prepare for the deactivation or re-
alignment of, Strike Fighter Squadron 101 
(otherwise known as VFA 101) at Eglin Air 
Force Base, Florida. 

SA 3846. Mr. RUBIO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. Of the amounts appropriated or 
otherwise made available by title II of this 
division under the heading ‘‘Operation and 
Maintenance, Defense-Wide’’, up to 
$48,242,000 may be available for the Maritime 
Security Initiative for purposes of addressing 
budget priorities in the Indo-PACOM 
Martime Partnership in connection with 
building partner capacity to contribute to 
maritime security and domain awareness. 

SA 3847. Mr. RUBIO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 

amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. 8lll. None of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this 
Act may be used to conduct a lease sale for 
oil or gas in an area described in section 
104(a) of the Gulf of Mexico Energy Security 
Act of 2006 (43 U.S.C. 1331 note; Public Law 
109–432), including any area east of the Mili-
tary Mission Line (as defined in section 102 
of that Act) in the Gulf of Mexico. 

SA 3848. Mr. RUBIO (for himself and 
Mr. NELSON) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the 
bill H.R. 6157, making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2019, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. Of the amounts appropriated or 
otherwise made available by title II of this 
division under the heading ‘‘Operation and 
Maintenance, Navy’’, up to $5,000,000 may be 
available for planning and design activities 
in connection with the implementation of fu-
ture homeporting decisions based on stra-
tegic dispersal objectives in the 2018 Stra-
tegic Laydown. 

SA 3849. Mr. RUBIO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. Of the amounts appropriated or 
otherwise made available by title II of this 
division under the heading ‘‘Operation and 
Maintenance, Navy’’, up to $5,000,000 may be 
available for the maintenance and use of the 
Saturation Fly Away Diving System 
(SATFADS) of the Navy. 

SA 3850. Mr. RUBIO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. Amounts appropriated or oth-
erwise made available by title III of this di-
vision under the heading ‘‘Aircraft Procure-
ment, Air Force’’ may be available to the 
Secretary of the Air Force for one or more 
contracts, beginning with the fiscal year 2019 
program year, to convert not more than 34 
F–22 fighter aircraft of the Air Force from 
Block 20 configuration to Block 35 configura-
tion. 

SA 3851. Mr. RUBIO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
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amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title III of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
under this Act shall be used by any State 
educational agency or local educational 
agency (as such terms are defined in section 
8101 of the Elementary and Secondary Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 7801)) to develop 
or implement a discipline policy that— 

(1) discourages schools from reporting any 
disciplinary action to law enforcement agen-
cies; or 

(2) discourages law enforcement agencies 
from arresting an individual for— 

(A) any misdemeanor domestic violence of-
fense; 

(B) harassing, stalking, or threatening an 
intimate partner, or engaging in other con-
duct that would place an intimate partner in 
reasonable fear of bodily injury; 

(C) any criminal offense for which the 
maximum term of imprisonment is more 
than 1 year; 

(D) any criminal offense relating to being 
a fugitive from justice; 

(E) unlawful possession of a firearm; or 
(F) exhibiting verbal or physical threat-

ening behavior towards others, including— 
(i) acts of violence resulting from expul-

sion from school; 
(ii) threats involving firearms or other 

weapons; or 
(iii) other actions resulting in a reasonable 

fear of bodily injury. 

SA 3852. Mr. RUBIO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law, no provider of services under 
title X of the Public Health Service Act shall 
be exempt from any State law requiring no-
tification or the reporting of child abuse, 
child molestation, sexual abuse, rape, or in-
cest. 

SA 3853. Mr. RUBIO (for himself and 
Mr. NELSON) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the 
bill H.R. 6157, making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2019, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 201, line 2, strike the period and 
insert the following ‘‘: Provided, that of the 
funds made available under this heading, 
$1,000,000 shall be available to enhance harm-
ful algal bloom exposure activities, including 
surveillance, mitigation, and event response 
efforts, with a priority given to geographic 
locations subject to a state of emergency 
designation related to toxic algae blooms 
within the past 12 months.’’. 

SA 3854. Mr. RUBIO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 

SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division A, in-
sert the following: 

SEC. llll. (a) None of the funds appro-
priated or otherwise made available in this 
Act may be used by a Federal agency for 
which amounts are appropriated in this Act 
to acquire telecommunications equipment 
produced by Huawei Technologies Company 
or ZTE Corporation or a high-impact or mod-
erate-impact information system, as defined 
for security categorization in the National 
Institute of Standards and Technology’s (in 
this section referred to as ‘‘NIST’’) Federal 
Information Processing Standard Publica-
tion 199, ‘‘Standards for Security Categoriza-
tion of Federal Information and Information 
Systems’’, unless the agency has— 

(1) reviewed the supply chain risk for the 
information systems against criteria devel-
oped by NIST to inform acquisition decisions 
for high-impact and moderate-impact infor-
mation systems within the Federal Govern-
ment; 

(2) reviewed the supply chain risk from the 
presumptive awardee against available and 
relevant threat information provided by the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation and other 
appropriate Federal agencies; and 

(3) in consultation with the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation or other appropriate Federal 
agency, conducted an assessment of any risk 
of cyber espionage or sabotage associated 
with the acquisition of such system, includ-
ing any risk associated with such system 
being produced, manufactured, or assembled 
by one or more entities identified by the 
United States Government as posing a cyber 
threat, including those that may be owned, 
directed, or subsidized by the People’s Re-
public of China, the Islamic Republic of Iran, 
the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, 
or the Russian Federation. 

(b)(1) None of the funds appropriated or 
otherwise made available in this Act may be 
used to acquire a high-impact or moderate- 
impact information system reviewed and as-
sessed under subsection (a) unless the head 
of the assessing entity described in sub-
section (a) has— 

(A) developed, in consultation with NIST 
and supply chain risk management experts, a 
mitigation strategy for any identified risks; 

(B) determined, in consultation with NIST 
and the Federal Bureau of Investigation, 
that the acquisition of such system is in the 
vital national security interest of the United 
States; and 

(C) reported that determination to the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate 
and the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives in a manner that 
identifies the system intended for acquisi-
tion and includes a detailed description of 
the mitigation strategies identified in (1). 

(2) The report required by paragraph (1)(C) 
shall be submitted in unclassified form but 
may include a classified annex. 

SA 3855. Mr. RUBIO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division A, in-
sert the following: 

SEC. llll. (a) Not later than 90 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
and every 90 days thereafter, the Secretary 
of Defense, in consultation with the Director 
of National Intelligence, shall certify to the 
congressional defense committees and the 
congressional intelligence committees that 
there are no known devices, components, 
subcomponents, or software embedded within 
or with access to any operational or business 
data or voice network of the Department of 
Defense, including intranets, that are pro-
duced by Huawei Technologies Company, 
ZTE Corporation, any subsidiary or affiliate 
of such entity, or any other Chinese tele-
communication or technology entity. 

(b) If it is not possible to make a certifi-
cation under subsection (a), the Secretary of 
Defense, in consultation with the Director of 
National Intelligence, shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees a report 
detailing all instances of known devices, 
components, subcomponents, or software em-
bedded within or with access to any oper-
ational or business data or voice network of 
the Department of Defense, including 
intranets, that are produced by Huawei 
Technologies Company, ZTE Corporation, 
any subsidiary or affiliate of such entity, or 
any other Chinese telecommunication or 
technology entity, and including a plan to 
excise such devices, components, subcompo-
nents, or software within 30 days of the re-
port. 

(c)(1) Not later than 180 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
of Defense, in consultation with the Director 
of National Intelligence, shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees and the 
congressional intelligence committees a re-
port on the following: 

(A) The threat that incorporating devices, 
components, subcomponents, or software 
produced by Chinese telecommunication or 
technology entities into operational or busi-
ness data and voice networks of the Depart-
ment of Defense poses to the national secu-
rity of the United States. 

(B) The extent to which Chinese tele-
communications equipment and components 
are embedded within operational or business 
data and voice networks of the Department 
of Defense, and how many Chinese tele-
communications technology components 
have been removed during the two-year pe-
riod preceding the report. 

(C) The prevalence of Chinese-origin tele-
communications equipment available for 
sale on military installations of the United 
States. 

(D) The privacy and security threats posed 
to members of the Armed Forces and their 
families by the use of Chinese-origin tele-
communications devices, components, sub-
components, and software, including mobile 
phones, fitness monitors with tracking capa-
bilities, routers, and other household compo-
nents. 

(2) The report required by paragraph (1) 
shall be submitted in unclassified form but 
may include a classified annex. 

SA 3856. Mr. RUBIO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. (a) Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall, in consulta-
tion with the Secretary of State and the Di-
rector of National Intelligence, submit to 
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the congressional defense committees a re-
port on the implications for the national se-
curity of the United States, and for stability 
in the region concerned, of continuing insta-
bility in each of the following: 

(1) Nicaragua. 
(2) Venezuela. 
(b) The report required by subsection (a) 

shall include the following: 
(1) A description and assessment of the 

manner in which the political, economic, and 
humanitarian crisis in each of Nicaragua and 
Venezuela affects the national security of 
the United States, United States interests in 
the Western Hemisphere, and stability in the 
region concerned. 

(2) A description and assessment of various 
policy options for the United States to miti-
gate any adverse effects described pursuant 
to paragraph (1). 

(3) A description and assessment of various 
policy options for enhancement of the secu-
rity partnership between the United States 
and Costa Rica (in the case of Nicaragua), 
the United States and Colombia (in the case 
of Venezuela), and between the United States 
and other strategic allies in the region con-
cerned. 

(4) A description and assessment of the 
adequacy of the posture of the Department 
of Defense and the Armed Forces to address 
continuing or worsening instability in each 
of Nicaragua and Venezuela. 

(5) A description of the financial and other 
support, if any, required by the United 
States Southern Command to address con-
tinuing or worsening instability in each of 
Nicaragua and Venezuela. 

(c) The report required by subsection (a) 
shall be submitted in unclassified form, but 
may include a classified annex. 

SA 3857. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself, 
Mrs. MCCASKILL, Mr. WARNER, Mr. 
PAUL, Mr. CORNYN, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 
and Mr. KAINE) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. (a) Not later than one year 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Comptroller General of the United States 
shall, in consultation with the Secretary of 
Defense and the Secretaries of the military 
departments, submit to the appropriate com-
mittees of Congress a report on the moni-
toring, compliance, and remediation by the 
Department of Defense of lead in military 
housing, including the lead exposure moni-
toring protocols of the Department for mili-
tary housing. 

(b) The report required by subsection (a) 
shall include the following: 

(1) A description and assessment of the ef-
fectiveness of the Department and its lead 
exposure monitoring protocols in monitoring 
lead exposure in military housing. 

(2) A description and assessment of the 
compliance of military housing with applica-
ble lead exposure limitations. 

(3) A description and assessment of the re-
mediation efforts of the Department with re-
spect to lead in military housing. 

(4) Such recommendations as the Comp-
troller General considers appropriate for the 
expansion of blood testing for lead among 
children who have lived in military housing. 

(c) In this section, the term ‘‘appropriate 
committees of Congress’’ means— 

(1) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate; 
and 

(2) the Committee on Armed Services, the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and the 
Committee on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives. 

SA 3858. Mr. CASSIDY (for himself, 
Mr. KING, and Ms. HEITKAMP) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 
6157, making appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2019, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. Not later than 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this Act, and using 
funds appropriated under this division, the 
Director of the NIH shall conduct a com-
prehensive study and submit to Congress a 
report that— 

(1) includes a portfolio analysis of current 
funding levels of the NIH related to mental 
health and substance use disorder; and 

(2) identifies the process by which the NIH 
set funding priorities for mental health and 
substance use disorder programs, including 
how NIH takes into account newly developed 
public health needs, disease burden, emerg-
ing scientific opportunities, and scientific 
progress. 

SA 3859. Mr. RUBIO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 199, line 11, strike ‘‘activity’’ and 
insert ‘‘activity, including contracts or pay-
ments to outside vendors’’. 

SA 3860. Mr. PORTMAN (for himself 
and Mr. BROWN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 
SEC. lll. SENSE OF SENATE ON RESEARCH RE-

GARDING BLAST EXPOSURE ON THE 
CELLULAR LEVEL OF THE BRAIN. 

It is the sense of the Senate that— 
(1) further research is necessary regarding 

blast exposure on the cellular level of the 
brain; 

(2) such research is needed to develop blast 
protection requirements for helmets and 
other personal protective equipment; and 

(3) the Department of Defense should in-
crease ongoing efforts, to the maximum ex-
tent possible, to develop a predictive trau-
matic brain injury model for blast, in order 
to better understand the cellular response to 
blast impulses and the interaction of the 
human brain and protective equipment re-
lated to blast exposure. 

SA 3861. Mr. COTTON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 

amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. It is the sense of the Senate 
that— 

(1) the impending cut of $71,000,000,000 to 
the national defense budget for fiscal year 
2020 would have a disastrous impact on mili-
tary readiness and would force the Depart-
ment of Defense to choose between aban-
doning investments in weapon systems and 
making significant cuts to military per-
sonnel; 

(2) to avert this disaster, Congress must 
immediately begin negotiating budget levels 
for national defense for fiscal years 2020 and 
2021 that provide funding levels necessary to 
maintain technological advancements as 
well as current troop levels; 

(3) the longer Congress waits to give budg-
et certainty to the Department for fiscal 
years 2020 and 2021, the more taxpayer money 
will be wasted through delays on strategic 
decisions and critical programs; and 

(4) Secretary of Defense James Mattis 
rightfully condemned these destructive cuts 
when he testified before Congress that ‘‘[n]o 
enemy in the field has done more to harm 
the warfighting readiness of our military 
than sequestration’’. 

SA 3862. Mr. NELSON (for himself, 
Mr. RUBIO, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, and Mr. 
DONNELLY) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3695 proposed by Mr. SHELBY to the 
bill H.R. 6157, making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2019, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

In title III of division B, under the heading 
‘‘Safe Schools and Citizenship Education’’, 
strike ‘‘(‘Project SERV’) program:’’and in-
sert ‘‘(‘Project Serve’) program and not more 
than $10,000,000 may be for a demonstration 
program to test and evaluate innovative 
partnerships between institutions of higher 
education and high-needs State or local edu-
cational agencies to train school counselors, 
social workers, psychologists, or other men-
tal health professionals qualified to provide 
school-based mental health services, with 
the goal of expanding the pipeline of these 
workers into low-income public elementary 
schools and secondary schools in order to ad-
dress the shortages of mental health service 
professionals in such schools:’’. 

SA 3863. Mr. DONNELLY submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill H.R. 6157, making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this division 
may be used to integrate, or facilitate the 
integration of, the S–400 air and missile de-
fense system into the Integrated Air and 
Missile Defence System of the North Atlan-
tic Treaty Organization (NATO). 
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SA 3864. Mr. PETERS (for himself, 

Mr. GARDNER, and Ms. STABENOW) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 6157, 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Defense for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2019, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B insert the following: 

SEC. ll. Not later than 1 year after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the National 
Institute of Environmental Health Sciences 
shall provide the Committees on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and 
the Senate the results and status of research 
assessing the toxicological effects of short- 
chain and other alternative perfluoroalkyl 
and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS). 

SA 3865. Mr. MANCHIN (for himself 
and Mr. CASEY) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division B, in-
sert the following: 
SEC. ll. SENSE OF THE SENATE REGARDING 

REPRESENTATION BY SENATE 
LEGAL COUNSEL IN TEXAS V. 
UNITED STATES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Texas, Wisconsin, Alabama, Arkansas, 
Arizona, Florida, Georgia, Indiana, Kansas, 
Louisiana, Paul LePage (Governor of Maine), 
Mississippi (by and through Governor Phil 
Bryant), Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, 
South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, 
Utah, and West Virginia have filed suit in 
the United States District Court for the 
Northern District of Texas, arguing that the 
Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act 
(Public Law 111–148; 124 Stat. 119), is uncon-
stitutional and should be enjoined, by assert-
ing that the Act’s requirement to maintain 
minimum essential coverage (commonly 
known as the ‘‘individual responsibility pro-
vision’’) in section 5000A(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986, is unconstitutional fol-
lowing the amendment of that provision by 
the Act to provide for reconciliation pursu-
ant to titles II and V of the concurrent reso-
lution on the budget for fiscal year 2018 
(Public Law 115–97) (commonly known as the 
‘‘Tax Cuts and Jobs Act’’). 

(2) These State and individual plaintiffs 
also seek to strike down the entire Patient 
Protection and Affordable Care Act as not 
severable from the individual responsibility 
provision. 

(3) On June 7, 2018, the Department of Jus-
tice refused to defend the constitutionality 
of the amended individual responsibility pro-
vision, despite the well-established duty of 
the Department to defend Federal statutes 
where reasonable arguments can be made in 
their defense. 

(4) The Department of Justice not only re-
fused to defend the amended individual re-
sponsibility provision, but it affirmatively 
argued that this provision is unconstitu-
tional and that the provisions of the Patient 
Protection and Affordable Care Act guaran-
teeing issuance of insurance coverage re-
gardless of health status or pre-existing con-
ditions (commonly known as the ‘‘guaran-
teed issue provision’’), sections 2702, 2704, 
and 2705(a) of the Public Health Service Act 

(42 U.S.C. 300gg–1, 300gg–3, 300gg–4(a)), and 
prohibiting discriminatory premium rates 
(commonly known as the ‘‘community rating 
provision’’), sections 2701 and 2705(b) of the 
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 
300gg(a)(1), 300gg–4(b)) must now be struck 
down as not severable from the individual re-
sponsibility provision. 

(b) SENSE OF THE SENATE.—It is the sense 
of the Senate that the Senate Legal Counsel 
should be authorized to represent the Senate 
in Texas v. United States, No. 4:18–cv–00167– 
O (N.D. Tex.), including seeking to— 

(1) intervene as a party in the matter; and 
(2) defend all provisions of the Patient Pro-

tection and Affordable Care Act, the amend-
ments made by that Act to other provisions 
of law, and any amendments to such provi-
sions, including the provisions ensuring af-
fordable health coverage for those with pre- 
existing conditions. 

SA 3866. Ms. DUCKWORTH (for her-
self and Mr. MERKLEY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 225, line 22, by striking the period 
and inserting ‘‘: Provided further, That, in 
order to use funds made available under this 
heading, the Secretary shall prepare and sub-
mit to Congress, not later than September 
24, 2018, a report specifying the process used 
by the Office of Refugee Resettlement in 
granting requests for congressional oversight 
visits to any facility in the United States in 
which unaccompanied alien children are 
housed or detained as a result of the policy 
described in the memorandum of the Attor-
ney General entitled ‘Zero-Tolerance for Of-
fenses Under 8 U.S.C. § 1325(a)’ dated April 6, 
2018.’’. 

SA 3867. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, 
Mr. TESTER, Mr. CRAPO, Mr. DAINES, 
Mr. WYDEN, and Mr. RISCH) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 154, line 16, strike the period and 
insert ‘‘: Provided further, That, of the 
amount made available under this heading, 
not less than $180,000,000 shall be used, dur-
ing the period of July 1, 2019, through June 
30, 2020, for the administration of Civilian 
Conservation Centers by the Secretary of 
Agriculture under section 147(d) of the Work-
force Innovation and Opportunity Act (29 
U.S.C. 3197(d)): Provided further, That the 
Secretary, prior to July 1, 2019, shall prepare 
and submit to the Committee on Appropria-
tions of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen-
ate a report that includes— 

‘‘(1) a copy of the interagency agreement 
between the Secretary of Labor and the Sec-
retary of Agriculture relating to the Civilian 
Conservation Centers; 

‘‘(2) a list of all active Civilian Conserva-
tion Centers and contractors administering 
such Centers; and 

‘‘(3) a cumulative record of the funding 
provided to Civilian Conservation Centers 
during the 10 years preceding the date of the 
report, including, for each Civilian Conserva-
tion Center— 

‘‘(A) the funds allocated to the Civilian 
Conservation Center; 

‘‘(B) the number of enrollment slots main-
tained, disaggregated by gender and by resi-
dential or nonresidential training type; 

‘‘(C) the career technical training offerings 
available; 

‘‘(D) the staffing levels and staffing pat-
terns at the Civilian Conservation Center; 
and 

‘‘(E) the number of Career Technical Skills 
Training slots available.’’. 

SA 3868. Mr. JONES submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. Not later than 90 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of the Air Force shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees a report 
on the following: 

(1) Planned transfers or relocations of sim-
ulators for KC–135 aircraft and KC–46 aircraft 
in fiscal year 2019. 

(2) The metrics used to evaluate transfers 
or relocations of simulators for KC–135 air-
craft and KC–46 aircraft that occurred in fis-
cal years 2014 through 2018, and that will 
occur in fiscal year 2019. 

(3) The costs incurred by the Department 
of the Air Force in carrying out the transfers 
or relocations described in paragraph (2) that 
occurred before the date of the submittal of 
the report. 

SA 3869. Mr. CASEY (for himself and 
Ms. MURKOWSKI) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, making appropria-
tions for the Department of Defense for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2019, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able by this Act or from any unobligated bal-
ances available from prior fiscal years may 
be used by the Social Security Administra-
tion for the purposes of reinstating reconsid-
eration of an initial disability determination 
by the Disability Determination Services of 
Alabama, Alaska, Colorado, Louisiana, 
Michigan, Missouri, New Hampshire, New 
York, Pennsylvania, or California (Los Ange-
les North and Los Angeles West Branches). 

(b)(1) Not later than 180 days after the date 
of the enactment of this Act, the Commis-
sioner of Social Security shall submit to the 
applicable committees a detailed plan to— 

(A) improve the reconsideration level of re-
view for disability determinations; and 

(B) decrease case processing time for ini-
tial disability determinations and appeals. 

(2) For purposes of developing the plan de-
scribed in paragraph (1), the Commissioner of 
Social Security shall include information 
and input from— 

(A) the Chairman of the Administrative 
Conference of the United States; 

(B) disability advocates and stakeholders 
through a National Disability Forum, as well 
as other outreach methods; 

(C) data collected from the 1997 Disability 
Redesign Prototype model, including the 
elimination of the reconsideration step of 
the administrative review process for dis-
ability determinations in the 10 prototype 
States; and 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:22 Aug 22, 2018 Jkt 079060 PO 00000 Frm 00046 Fmt 4624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A21AU6.044 S21AUPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

B
B

X
C

H
B

2P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S5779 August 21, 2018 
(D) scholarly experts as well as peer-re-

viewed disability or administrative review 
studies published by academic or non-profit 
research institutions. 

(3) For purposes of paragraph (1), the term 
‘‘applicable committees’’ means the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means of the House of 
Representatives, the Committee on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives, 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen-
ate, and the Committee on Finance of the 
Senate. 

(c) For purposes of this section, the term 
‘‘initial disability determination’’ means a 
determination made by a State Disability 
Determination Services office in regards to 
whether an individual is disabled for pur-
poses of any benefits under title II or XVI of 
the Social Security Act based on such indi-
vidual’s status as disabled. 

SA 3870. Mr. PETERS (for himself 
and Mrs. CAPITO) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. Not later than 180 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Adminis-
trator of the Substance Abuse and Mental 
Health Services Administration shall submit 
to Congress a report on agency activities re-
lated to medication-assisted treatment. The 
report submitted by the Administrator under 
this section shall include a description of 
how the agency is taking steps to overcome 
barriers to medication-assisted treatment 
for adolescents and young adults. 

SA 3871. Mr. DONNELLY (for himself 
and Mrs. GILLIBRAND) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title I of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 
SEC. ll. ELIGIBILITY OF WORKERS WHOSE 

JOBS ARE ELIMINATED THROUGH 
AUTOMATION FOR TRADE ADJUST-
MENT ASSISTANCE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 222(a)(2) of the 
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2272(a)(2)) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)(iii), by striking ‘‘; 
or’’ and inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in subparagraph (B)(ii), by striking the 
period at the end and inserting ‘‘; or’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C)(i) there has been a shift in production 

of articles or supply of services by such 
workers’ firm from utilizing the workers to 
methods or systems primarily utilizing auto-
mation; and 

‘‘(ii) the shift described in clause (i) con-
tributed importantly to such workers’ sepa-
ration or threat of separation.’’. 

(b) AUTOMATION DEFINED.—Section 222(c) of 
the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2272(c)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (1) through 
(4) as paragraphs (2) through (5), respec-
tively; and 

(2) by inserting before paragraph (2), as re-
designated by paragraph (1), the following: 

‘‘(1) AUTOMATION.—The term ‘automation’ 
means using technology to produce a good or 
service previously produced by human 
work.’’. 

(c) SPECIFICATION OF BASIS FOR ELIGI-
BILITY.—Section 222 of the Trade Act of 1974 
(19 U.S.C. 2272) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(f) SPECIFICATION OF BASIS FOR ELIGI-
BILITY.—When the Secretary certifies a 
group of workers under this section as eligi-
ble to apply for adjustment assistance, the 
Secretary shall specify in the certification 
the basis for the eligibility of the group 
under subsection (a).’’. 

(d) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Sub-
sections (b) and (c) of section 222 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2272) are amend-
ed by striking ‘‘subsection (a)’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘subparagraph (A) or 
(B) of subsection (a)(2)’’. 

(e) REGULATIONS; RECOMMENDATIONS.—Not 
later than 2 years after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act, the Secretary of Labor 
shall— 

(1) prescribe regulations to carry out the 
amendments made by this section; and 

(2) submit to Congress a report that in-
cludes recommendations for any changes to 
law necessary to carry out the amendments 
made by this section, including any changes 
to section 236(a)(2)(A) of the Trade Act of 
1974 (19 U.S.C. 2296(a)(2)(A)). 

(f) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall— 

(1) take effect on the date that is 2 years 
after the date of the enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) apply with respect to petitions for cer-
tifications of eligibility filed under section 
221 of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2271) on 
or after the date described in paragraph (1). 
SEC. ll. INDEPENDENT ADVISORY COMMISSION 

ON LABOR AUTOMATION. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary of 

Labor shall establish an independent advi-
sory commission on labor automation to ad-
vise the Secretary on matters relating to 
jobs and occupations at risk of elimination 
as a result of automation. 

(b) MEMBERSHIP.—The Secretary shall en-
sure that membership on the advisory com-
mission established under subsection (a) in-
cludes individuals with expertise in labor, in-
dividuals with expertise in technology, and 
individuals with expertise in business. 

(c) ANNUAL REPORT.—Not less frequently 
than annually, the advisory commission es-
tablished under subsection (a) shall submit 
to the Secretary and make available to the 
public a report describing jobs and occupa-
tions at risk of elimination as a result of au-
tomation that includes— 

(1) an identification of the States most af-
fected by that risk; and 

(2) recommendations for collaboration 
with State workforce agencies to identify 
and address that risk. 

(d) AUTOMATION DEFINED.—In this section, 
the term ‘‘automation’’ means using tech-
nology to produce a good or service pre-
viously produced by human work. 

SA 3872. Mr. NELSON submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title III of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. (a) Section 455(f) of the Higher 
Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1087e(f)) is 
amended— 

(1) by redesignating paragraphs (3) and (4) 
as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively; and 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (2) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(3) DEFERMENT FOR BORROWERS RECEIVING 
CANCER TREATMENT.— 

‘‘(A) EFFECT ON PRINCIPAL AND INTEREST.— 
A borrower of a loan made under this part 
who meets the requirements of subparagraph 
(B) shall be eligible for a deferment, during 
which periodic installments of principal need 
not be paid, and interest shall not accrue. 

‘‘(B) ELIGIBILITY.—A borrower of a loan 
made under this part shall be eligible for a 
deferment during— 

‘‘(i) any period in which such borrower is 
receiving treatment for cancer; and 

‘‘(ii) the 6 months after such period. 
‘‘(C) APPLICABILITY.—This paragraph shall 

apply with respect to loans— 
‘‘(i) made on or after the date of the enact-

ment of this paragraph; or 
‘‘(ii) in repayment on the date of the enact-

ment of this paragraph.’’. 

(b) Section 427(a)(2)(C) of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1077(a)(2)(C)) is 
amended— 

(1) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘; or’’ and in-
serting a semicolon; 

(2) in clause (iii), by inserting ‘‘or’’ after 
the semicolon; and 

(3) by inserting after clause (iii) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(iv) in which the borrower is receiving 
treatment for cancer and the 6 months after 
such period;’’. 

(c) Section 428(b)(1)(M) of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1078(b)(1)(M)) is 
amended— 

(1) in clause (iii), by striking ‘‘or (II); or’’ 
and inserting ‘‘or (II);’’; 

(2) in clause (iv), by inserting ‘‘or’’ after 
the semicolon; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(v) during which the borrower is receiving 

treatment for cancer and the 6 months after 
such period;’’. 

(d) Section 464(c)(2) of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1087dd(c)(2)) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)— 
(A) in clause (iv), by striking ‘‘; or’’ and in-

serting a semicolon; 
(B) in clause (v), by inserting ‘‘or’’ after 

the semicolon; and 
(C) by inserting after clause (v) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(vi) during which the borrower is receiv-

ing treatment for cancer and the 6 months 
after such period;’’. 

(e) Section 428H(e)(2) of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 1078–8(e)(2)) is 
amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘Inter-
est’’ and inserting, ‘‘Except as provided in 
subparagraph (C), interest’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(C) Interest shall not accrue on a loan de-

ferred under section 428(b)(1)(M)(v) or 
427(a)(2)(C)(iv).’’. 

(f) The amendments made by this section 
shall apply with respect to loans— 

(1) made on or after the date of the enact-
ment of this Act; or 

(2) in repayment on the date of the enact-
ment of this Act. 

SA 3873. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for her-
self and Mr. GRASSLEY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 
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At the appropriate place, insert the fol-

lowing: 
TITLE lll 

SEC. ll. CONGRESSIONAL FINDINGS AND DEC-
LARATION OF PURPOSES. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) In 1984, the Drug Price Competition and 
Patent Term Restoration Act (Public Law 
98–417) (referred to in this Act as the ‘‘1984 
Act’’), was enacted with the intent of facili-
tating the early entry of generic drugs while 
preserving incentives for innovation. 

(2) Prescription drugs make up approxi-
mately 10 percent of the national health care 
spending. 

(3) Initially, the 1984 Act was successful in 
facilitating generic competition to the ben-
efit of consumers and health care payers, al-
though 88 percent of all prescriptions dis-
pensed in the United States are generic 
drugs, they account for only 28 percent of all 
expenditures. 

(4) Generic drugs cost substantially less 
than brand name drugs, with discounts off 
the brand price averaging 80 to 85 percent. 

(5) Federal dollars currently account for 
over 40 percent of the $325,000,000,000 spent on 
retail prescription drugs, and this share is 
expected to rise to 47 percent by 2025. 

(6)(A) In recent years, the intent of the 1984 
Act has been subverted by certain settle-
ment agreements in which brand name com-
panies transfer value to their potential ge-
neric competitors to settle claims that the 
generic company is infringing the branded 
company’s patents. 

(B) These ‘‘reverse payment’’ settlement 
agreements— 

(i) allow a branded company to share its 
monopoly profits with the generic company 
as a way to protect the branded company’s 
monopoly; and 

(ii) have unduly delayed the marketing of 
low-cost generic drugs contrary to free com-
petition, the interests of consumers, and the 
principles underlying antitrust law. 

(C) Because of the price disparity between 
brand name and generic drugs, such agree-
ments are more profitable for both the brand 
and generic manufacturers than competition 
and will become increasingly common unless 
prohibited. 

(D) These agreements result in consumers 
losing the benefits that the 1984 Act was in-
tended to provide. 

(b) PURPOSES.—The purposes of this title 
are— 

(1) to enhance competition in the pharma-
ceutical market by stopping anticompetitive 
agreements between brand name and generic 
drug manufacturers that limit, delay, or oth-
erwise prevent competition from generic 
drugs; and 

(2) to support the purpose and intent of 
antitrust law by prohibiting anticompetitive 
practices in the pharmaceutical industry 
that harm consumers. 
SEC. ll. UNLAWFUL COMPENSATION FOR 

DELAY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Federal Trade Com-

mission Act (15 U.S.C. 44 et seq.) is amended 
by inserting after section 26 (15 U.S.C. 57c–2) 
the following: 
‘‘SEC. 27. PRESERVING ACCESS TO AFFORDABLE 

GENERICS. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(1) ENFORCEMENT PROCEEDING.—The Com-

mission may initiate a proceeding to enforce 
the provisions of this section against the 
parties to any agreement resolving or set-
tling, on a final or interim basis, a patent in-
fringement claim, in connection with the 
sale of a drug product. 

‘‘(2) PRESUMPTION AND VIOLATION.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to subparagraph 

(B), in such a proceeding, an agreement shall 

be presumed to have anticompetitive effects 
and shall be a violation of this section if— 

‘‘(i) an ANDA filer receives anything of 
value, including an exclusive license; and 

‘‘(ii) the ANDA filer agrees to limit or fore-
go research, development, manufacturing, 
marketing, or sales of the ANDA product for 
any period of time. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION.—Subparagraph (A) shall 
not apply if the parties to such agreement 
demonstrate by clear and convincing evi-
dence that— 

‘‘(i) the value described in subparagraph 
(A)(i) is compensation solely for other goods 
or services that the ANDA filer has promised 
to provide; or 

‘‘(ii) the procompetitive benefits of the 
agreement outweigh the anticompetitive ef-
fects of the agreement. 

‘‘(b) LIMITATIONS.—In determining whether 
the settling parties have met their burden 
under subsection (a)(2)(B), the fact finder 
shall not presume— 

‘‘(1) that entry would not have occurred 
until the expiration of the relevant patent or 
statutory exclusivity; or 

‘‘(2) that the agreement’s provision for 
entry of the ANDA product prior to the expi-
ration of the relevant patent or statutory ex-
clusivity means that the agreement is pro-
competitive. 

‘‘(c) EXCLUSIONS.—Nothing in this section 
shall prohibit a resolution or settlement of a 
patent infringement claim in which the con-
sideration granted by the NDA holder to the 
ANDA filer as part of the resolution or set-
tlement includes only one or more of the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(1) The right to market the ANDA prod-
uct in the United States prior to the expira-
tion of— 

‘‘(A) any patent that is the basis for the 
patent infringement claim; or 

‘‘(B) any patent right or other statutory 
exclusivity that would prevent the mar-
keting of such drug. 

‘‘(2) A payment for reasonable litigation 
expenses not to exceed $7,500,000. 

‘‘(3) A covenant not to sue on any claim 
that the ANDA product infringes a United 
States patent. 

‘‘(d) ENFORCEMENT.— 
‘‘(1) ENFORCEMENT.—A violation of this sec-

tion shall be treated as a violation of section 
5. 

‘‘(2) JUDICIAL REVIEW.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Any party that is sub-

ject to a final order of the Commission, 
issued in an administrative adjudicative pro-
ceeding under the authority of subsection 
(a)(1), may, within 30 days of the issuance of 
such order, petition for review of such order 
in— 

‘‘(i) the United States Court of Appeals for 
the District of Columbia Circuit; 

‘‘(ii) the United States Court of Appeals for 
the circuit in which the ultimate parent en-
tity, as defined in section 801.1(a)(3) of title 
16, Code of Federal Regulations, or any suc-
cessor thereto, of the NDA holder is incor-
porated as of the date that the NDA is filed 
with the Commissioner of Food and Drugs; 
or 

‘‘(iii) the United States Court of Appeals 
for the circuit in which the ultimate parent 
entity of the ANDA filer is incorporated as 
of the date that the ANDA is filed with the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 

‘‘(B) TREATMENT OF FINDINGS.—In a pro-
ceeding for judicial review of a final order of 
the Commission, the findings of the Commis-
sion as to the facts, if supported by evidence, 
shall be conclusive. 

‘‘(e) ANTITRUST LAWS.—Nothing in this sec-
tion shall modify, impair, limit, or supersede 
the applicability of the antitrust laws as de-
fined in subsection (a) of the first section of 
the Clayton Act (15 U.S.C. 12(a)), and of sec-

tion 5 of this Act to the extent that section 
5 applies to unfair methods of competition. 
Nothing in this section shall modify, impair, 
limit, or supersede the right of an ANDA 
filer to assert claims or counterclaims 
against any person, under the antitrust laws 
or other laws relating to unfair competition. 

‘‘(f) PENALTIES.— 
‘‘(1) FORFEITURE.—Each party that violates 

or assists in the violation of this section 
shall forfeit and pay to the United States a 
civil penalty sufficient to deter violations of 
this section, but in no event greater than 3 
times the value received by the party that is 
reasonably attributable to the violation of 
this section. If no such value has been re-
ceived by the NDA holder, the penalty to the 
NDA holder shall be sufficient to deter viola-
tions, but in no event greater than 3 times 
the value given to the ANDA filer reasonably 
attributable to the violation of this section. 
Such penalty shall accrue to the United 
States and may be recovered in a civil action 
brought by the Commission, in its own name 
by any of its attorneys designated by it for 
such purpose, in a district court of the 
United States against any party that vio-
lates this section. In such actions, the 
United States district courts are empowered 
to grant mandatory injunctions and such 
other and further equitable relief as they 
deem appropriate. 

‘‘(2) CEASE AND DESIST.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If the Commission has 

issued a cease and desist order with respect 
to a party in an administrative adjudicative 
proceeding under the authority of subsection 
(a)(1), an action brought pursuant to para-
graph (1) may be commenced against such 
party at any time before the expiration of 1 
year after such order becomes final pursuant 
to section 5(g). 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION.—In an action under sub-
paragraph (A), the findings of the Commis-
sion as to the material facts in the adminis-
trative adjudicative proceeding with respect 
to the violation of this section by a party 
shall be conclusive unless— 

‘‘(i) the terms of such cease and desist 
order expressly provide that the Commis-
sion’s findings shall not be conclusive; or 

‘‘(ii) the order became final by reason of 
section 5(g)(1), in which case such finding 
shall be conclusive if supported by evidence. 

‘‘(3) CIVIL PENALTY.—In determining the 
amount of the civil penalty described in this 
section, the court shall take into account— 

‘‘(A) the nature, circumstances, extent, 
and gravity of the violation; 

‘‘(B) with respect to the violator, the de-
gree of culpability, any history of violations, 
the ability to pay, any effect on the ability 
to continue doing business, profits earned by 
the NDA holder, compensation received by 
the ANDA filer, and the amount of com-
merce affected; and 

‘‘(C) other matters that justice requires. 
‘‘(4) REMEDIES IN ADDITION.—Remedies pro-

vided in this subsection are in addition to, 
and not in lieu of, any other remedy provided 
by Federal law. Nothing in this paragraph 
shall be construed to affect any authority of 
the Commission under any other provision of 
law. 

‘‘(g) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) AGREEMENT.—The term ‘agreement’ 

means anything that would constitute an 
agreement under section 1 of the Sherman 
Act (15 U.S.C. 1) or section 5 of this Act. 

‘‘(2) AGREEMENT RESOLVING OR SETTLING A 
PATENT INFRINGEMENT CLAIM.—The term 
‘agreement resolving or settling a patent in-
fringement claim’ includes any agreement 
that is entered into within 30 days of the res-
olution or the settlement of the claim, or 
any other agreement that is contingent 
upon, provides a contingent condition for, or 
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is otherwise related to the resolution or set-
tlement of the claim. 

‘‘(3) ANDA.—The term ‘ANDA’ means an 
abbreviated new drug application filed under 
section 505(j) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 355(j)) or a new drug 
application filed under section 505(b)(2) of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(21 U.S.C. 355(b)(2)). 

‘‘(4) ANDA FILER.—The term ‘ANDA filer’ 
means a party that owns or controls an 
ANDA filed with the Commission of Food 
and Drugs or has the exclusive rights under 
such ANDA to distribute the ANDA product. 

‘‘(5) ANDA PRODUCT.—The term ‘ANDA 
product’ means the product to be manufac-
tured under the ANDA that is the subject of 
the patent infringement claim. 

‘‘(6) DRUG PRODUCT.—The term ‘drug prod-
uct’ has the meaning given such term in sec-
tion 314.3(b) of title 21, Code of Federal Regu-
lations (or any successor regulation). 

‘‘(7) NDA.—The term ‘NDA’ means a new 
drug application filed under section 505(b) of 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(21 U.S.C. 355(b)). 

‘‘(8) NDA HOLDER.—The term ‘NDA holder’ 
means— 

‘‘(A) the holder of an approved NDA appli-
cation for a drug product; 

‘‘(B) a person owning or controlling en-
forcement of the patent listed in the Ap-
proved Drug Products With Therapeutic 
Equivalence Evaluations (commonly known 
as the ‘FDA Orange Book’) in connection 
with the NDA; or 

‘‘(C) the predecessors, subsidiaries, divi-
sions, groups, and affiliates controlled by, 
controlling, or under common control with 
any of the entities described in subpara-
graphs (A) and (B) (such control to be pre-
sumed by direct or indirect share ownership 
of 50 percent or greater), as well as the li-
censees, licensors, successors, and assigns of 
each of the entities. 

‘‘(9) PARTY.—The term ‘party’ means any 
person, partnership, corporation, or other 
legal entity. 

‘‘(10) PATENT INFRINGEMENT.—The term 
‘patent infringement’ means infringement of 
any patent or of any filed patent application, 
extension, reissue, renewal, division, con-
tinuation, continuation in part, reexamina-
tion, patent term restoration, patents of ad-
dition, and extensions thereof. 

‘‘(11) PATENT INFRINGEMENT CLAIM.—The 
term ‘patent infringement claim’ means any 
allegation made to an ANDA filer, whether 
or not included in a complaint filed with a 
court of law, that its ANDA or ANDA prod-
uct may infringe any patent held by, or ex-
clusively licensed to, the NDA holder of the 
drug product. 

‘‘(12) STATUTORY EXCLUSIVITY.—The term 
‘statutory exclusivity’ means those prohibi-
tions on the approval of drug applications 
under clauses (ii) through (iv) of section 
505(c)(3)(E) (5- and 3-year data exclusivity), 
section 527 (orphan drug exclusivity), or sec-
tion 505A (pediatric exclusivity) of the Fed-
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
355(c)(3)(E), 360cc, 355a).’’. 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Section 27 of the 
Federal Trade Commission Act, as added by 
this section, shall apply to all agreements 
described in section 27(a)(1) of that Act en-
tered into after June 17, 2013. Section 27(f) of 
the Federal Trade Commission Act, as added 
by this section, shall apply to agreements 
entered into on or after the date of enact-
ment of this Act. 
SEC. lll. NOTICE AND CERTIFICATION OF 

AGREEMENTS. 

(a) NOTICE OF ALL AGREEMENTS.—Section 
1112(c)(2) of the Medicare Prescription Drug, 
Improvement, and Modernization Act of 2003 
(21 U.S.C. 355 note) is amended by— 

(1) striking ‘‘the Commission the’’ and in-
serting the following: ‘‘the Commission— 

‘‘(A) the’’; 
(2) striking the period and inserting ‘‘; 

and’’; and 
(3) inserting at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) any other agreement the parties enter 

into within 30 days of entering into an agree-
ment covered by subsection (a) or (b).’’. 

(b) CERTIFICATION OF AGREEMENTS.—Sec-
tion 1112 of such Act is amended by adding at 
the end the following: 

‘‘(d) CERTIFICATION.—The Chief Executive 
Officer or the company official responsible 
for negotiating any agreement under sub-
section (a) or (b) that is required to be filed 
under subsection (c) shall execute and file 
with the Assistant Attorney General and the 
Commission a certification as follows: ‘I de-
clare that the following is true, correct, and 
complete to the best of my knowledge: The 
materials filed with the Federal Trade Com-
mission and the Department of Justice under 
section 1112 of subtitle B of title XI of the 
Medicare Prescription Drug, Improvement, 
and Modernization Act of 2003, with respect 
to the agreement referenced in this certifi-
cation— 

‘‘ ‘(1) represent the complete, final, and ex-
clusive agreement between the parties; 

‘‘ ‘(2) include any ancillary agreements 
that are contingent upon, provide a contin-
gent condition for, or are otherwise related 
to, the referenced agreement; and 

‘‘ ‘(3) include written descriptions of any 
oral agreements, representations, commit-
ments, or promises between the parties that 
are responsive to subsection (a) or (b) of such 
section 1112 and have not been reduced to 
writing.’.’’. 
SEC. lll. FORFEITURE OF 180-DAY EXCLU-

SIVITY PERIOD. 
Section 505(j)(5)(D)(i)(V) of the Federal 

Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 
355(j)(5)(D)(i)(V)) is amended by inserting 
‘‘section 27 of the Federal Trade Commission 
Act or’’ after ‘‘that the agreement has vio-
lated’’. 
SEC. lll. COMMISSION LITIGATION AUTHOR-

ITY. 
Section 16(a)(2) of the Federal Trade Com-

mission Act (15 U.S.C. 56(a)(2)) is amended— 
(1) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘or’’ 

after the semicolon; 
(2) in subparagraph (E), by inserting ‘‘or’’ 

after the semicolon; and 
(3) inserting after subparagraph (E) the fol-

lowing: 
‘‘(F) under section 27;’’. 

SEC. lll. STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS. 
The Federal Trade Commission shall com-

mence any enforcement proceeding described 
in section 27 of the Federal Trade Commis-
sion Act, as added by section ll, except for 
an action described in section 27(f)(2) of the 
Federal Trade Commission Act, not later 
than 6 years after the date on which the par-
ties to the agreement file the Notice of 
Agreement as provided by section 1112(c)(2) 
and (d) of the Medicare Prescription Drug 
Improvement and Modernization Act of 2003 
(21 U.S.C. 355 note). 
SEC. ll. SEVERABILITY. 

If any provision of this title, an amend-
ment made by this title, or the application 
of such provision or amendment to any per-
son or circumstance is held to be unconstitu-
tional, the remainder of this title, the 
amendments made by this title, and the ap-
plication of the provisions of such title or 
amendments to any person or circumstance 
shall not be affected. 

SA 3874. Ms. KLOBUCHAR (for her-
self, Mr. GRASSLEY, and Mr. MENENDEZ) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-

posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 
6157, making appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2019, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division B, in-
sert the following: 

SEC. ll. (a) JOINT ACTION PLAN.—The 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs, in coordi-
nation with the Administrator of the Centers 
for Medicare & Medicaid Services, shall de-
velop a joint action plan, in consultation 
with healthcare providers and patient advo-
cates (including relevant Federal advisory 
committees) that— 

(1) utilizes data from Medicare claims on 
how much of a single-use drug was not ad-
ministered, examines single-use vial sizes in 
other countries, and analyzes the drug ap-
proval process for alternative vial size safety 
and efficacy approaches, to reduce drug 
waste and better manage costs with respect 
to drug vial sizes and other drug delivery 
systems, as appropriate; and 

(2) includes quantifiable metrics and spe-
cific timelines. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Com-
missioner of Food and Drugs, in coordination 
with the Administrator of the Centers for 
Medicare & Medicaid Services, shall submit 
to Congress the joint action plan described 
in subsection (a) and a report containing rec-
ommendations for any legislative action 
needed to reduce drug waste and better man-
age costs with respect to drug vial sizes and 
other drug delivery systems, as appropriate. 

SA 3875. Mr. CASEY (for himself and 
Ms. COLLINS) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 6157, making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2019, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B insert the following: 

SEC. ll. Out of amounts appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘Administration for Com-
munity Living’’, $300,000 shall be available 
for the Secretary to establish the Advisory 
Council to Support Grandparents Raising 
Grandchildren under section 3 of the Sup-
porting Grandparents Raising Grandchildren 
Act (Public Law 115–196). 

SA 3876. Mr. WARNER (for himself, 
Mr. YOUNG, Mr. BENNET, Mr. SASSE, Mr. 
HOEVEN, and Mr. KING) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 153, strike line 7 and insert the fol-
lowing: 

30, 2020; and 
(3) notwithstanding paragraphs (1) and (2), 

$20,000,000 shall be used to establish and 
carry out a Portable Benefits for Inde-
pendent Workers Pilot Program, to award 
grants to States, local governments, and 
nonprofit organizations— 

(A) as a means of— 
(i) promoting State, local, and nonprofit 

experimentation concerning portable em-
ployment benefits delivery to contingent and 
independent workers, and 
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(ii) providing an opportunity for States, 

local governments, and nonprofit organiza-
tions to fund innovative ways to attract tal-
ent and support an entrepreneurial economy, 
and 

(B) specifically for the purpose of— 
(i) the evaluation, or improvement to the 

design or implementation, of existing (as of 
the date of the award) models or approaches 
for providing portable benefits, or 

(ii) the design, implementation, and eval-
uation of new models or approaches for pro-
viding such benefits. 

SA 3877. Mr. GARDNER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. 8lll. As soon as practicable after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Defense, in consultation with the 
Secretary of Agriculture and the Secretary 
of the Interior, shall— 

(1) conduct a study to determine— 
(A) whether additional wildfire firefighting 

capacity should be added at the Department 
of Defense; and 

(B) if the Secretary of Defense determines 
under subparagraph (A) that additional ca-
pacity should be added, any areas in which 
to add the capacity; and 

(2) submit to Congress the results of the 
study conducted under paragraph (1). 

SA 3878. Mr. CORNYN (for himself 
and Mr. BLUMENTHAL) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. From amounts appropriated 
under this title, the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services, acting through the Office of 
Rural Health Policy of the Health Resources 
and Services Administration, shall award 
grants through the Telehealth Resource Cen-
ter Grant Program to entities that use evi-
dence-based practices that promote school 
safety and individual student health, mental 
health and well-being by— 

(1) providing assessment and referrals for 
health, mental health, or substance use dis-
order services to students who may be strug-
gling with behavioral or mental health 
issues; and 

(2) providing training and support to teach-
ers, school counselors, administrative staff, 
school resource officers, and other relevant 
staff to identify, refer, and intervene to help 
students experiencing mental health needs 
or who are considering harming themselves 
or others. 
Telemental health services may be provided 
by ‘‘qualified mental health professionals’’ 
as defined under title XVIII of the Social Se-
curity Act (42 U.S.C. 1395 et seq.) 

SA 3879. Mr. TILLIS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 

Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division B, in-
sert the following: 

SEC. lll. (a) Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, including section 3142 of 
title 18, United States Code, any judicial de-
termination (including any judicial deter-
mination made in Flores v. Sessions et. al., 
(9th Cir. July 5, 2017; C.D. CA. July 9, 2018, 
July 24, 2015 and July 30, 2018), in Ms. L, et. 
al., v. U.S. Immigration and Customs En-
forcement, et al., S.D. CA. June 26, 2018, and 
in M.M.M. et al. v. Sessions et al., August 16, 
2018)), consent decree, or settlement agree-
ment issued before the date of the enactment 
of this Act, and section 236.3 of title 8, Code 
of Federal Regulations (or a successor regu-
lation), the Secretary of Defense shall not 
use any appropriated funds, or be required to 
implement the terms of the stipulated set-
tlement agreement filed on January 17, 1997, 
in the United States District Court for the 
Central District of California in Flores v. 
Reno, CV 85–4544–RJK, (commonly known as 
the ‘‘Flores settlement agreement’’), in the 
case of an alien child who is housed at a 
military facility or installation pursuant to 
an agreement executed between the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security, the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services, and the Sec-
retary of Defense and who is or was— 

(1) under the age of 18 years; 
(2) accompanied by a parent; and 
(3)(A) apprehended at or near the inter-

national border of the United States; or 
(B) seeking admission or sought admission 

to the United States at a port of entry. 
(b) The Secretary of Defense shall not use 

any appropriated funds to release any alien 
who is currently detained at a military facil-
ity or installation pursuant to an agreement 
executed between the Secretary of Homeland 
Security, the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services, and the Secretary of De-
fense and who— 

(1) is inadmissible by reason of having 
committed any offense covered in section 
212(a)(2) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(2)); 

(2) is deportable by reason of having com-
mitted any offense covered in section 
237(a)(2) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1227(a)(2)); 

(3) is convicted for an offense under section 
275(a) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act (8 U.S.C. 1325); 

(4) is convicted for an offense under section 
276 of the Immigration and Nationality Act 
(8 U.S.C. 1326); 

(5) has been convicted of, or found to be a 
juvenile offender based on, an offense that 
involved— 

(A) the use or attempted use of physical 
force, or threatened use of a deadly weapon; 

(B) the purchase, sale, offering for sale, ex-
change, use, ownership, possession, or car-
rying, or, of attempting or conspiring to pur-
chase, sell, offer for sale, exchange, use, own, 
possess, or carry, any weapon, part, or acces-
sory which is a firearm or destructive device 
(as defined in section 921(a) of title 18, United 
States Code) in violation of any law; 

(C) child abuse and neglect (as defined in 
section 40002(a)(3) of the Violence Against 
Women Act of 1994 (34 U.S.C. 12291(a)(3))); 

(D) assault resulting in bodily injury (as 
defined in section 2266 of title 18, United 
States Code); 

(E) the violation of a protection order (as 
defined in section 2266 of title 18, United 
States Code); 

(F) driving while intoxicated or driving 
under the influence (as such terms are de-
fined in section 164 of title 23, United States 
Code); or 

(G) any offense under foreign law (except a 
purely political offense) that, if the offense 
had been committed in the United States, 
would render the alien inadmissible under 
section 212(a) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)); 

(6) has been convicted of, or found to be a 
juvenile offender based on, more than 1 
criminal offense (other than minor traffic of-
fenses); 

(7) has been convicted of, or found to be a 
juvenile offender, based on an offense that 
involved a sex offense (as defined in section 
20911 of title 34, United States Code); 

(8) has been convicted of, or found to be a 
juvenile offender, based on an offense that 
involved a sexual assault (as defined in sec-
tion 12291(a) of title 34, United States Code); 

(9) has been convicted of, or found to be a 
juvenile offender based on a crime of vio-
lence or an offense under Federal, State, or 
Tribal law, that has, as an element, the use 
or attempted use of physical force or the 
threatened use of physical force or a deadly 
weapon; 

(10) has engaged in, is engaged in, or is 
likely to engage after entry in any terrorist 
activity (as defined in section 212(a)(3)(B)(iii) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)(B)(iii))), or intends to par-
ticipate or has participated in the activities 
of a foreign terrorist organization (as des-
ignated under section 219 of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1189)); 

(11) has been convicted of any drug traf-
ficking crime (within the meaning of the 
Controlled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. 801 et 
seq.) or the Controlled Substances Import 
and Export Act (21 U.S.C. 951 et seq.); 

(12) is convicted for any felony with a max-
imum term of imprisonment of more than 
180 days; or 

(13) is inadmissible under subparagraph (A) 
or (B) of section 212(a)(3) of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act (8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(3)) or 
deportable under subparagraph (A) or (B) of 
section 237(a)(4) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act (8 U.S.C. 1227(a)(4)). 

SA 3880. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. ll. (a) None of the funds made avail-
able by this or any other Act may be used to 
enter into a contract, memorandum of un-
derstanding, or cooperative agreement with, 
make a grant to, or provide a loan or loan 
guarantee to any corporation that has any 
unpaid Federal tax liability that has been as-
sessed, for which all judicial and administra-
tive remedies have been exhausted or have 
lapsed, and that is not being paid in a timely 
manner pursuant to an agreement with the 
authority responsible for collecting such tax 
liability, provided that the applicable Fed-
eral agency is aware of the unpaid Federal 
tax liability. 

(b) Subsection (a) shall not apply if the ap-
plicable Federal agency has considered sus-
pension or debarment of the corporation de-
scribed in such subsection and has made a 
determination that such suspension or de-
barment is not necessary to protect the in-
terests of the Federal Government. 

SA 3881. Mr. KENNEDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
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SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title I of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. (a) From funds appropriated 
under this title, not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Labor shall submit a report to the 
Committees on Appropriations of the House 
of Representatives and the Senate on the im-
plementation of the plan to reduce improper 
payments published by the Department of 
Labor in the fiscal year 2017 Agency Finan-
cial Report. 

(b) The report submitted under subsection 
(a) shall identify barriers to the reduction of 
improper payments that may require Con-
gressional action to address. 

SA 3882. Mr. HELLER (for himself 
and Mr. TESTER) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division B, in-
sert the following: 

SEC. lll. (a) Of the amounts appro-
priated or otherwise made available under 
title I under the heading ‘‘VETERANS EMPLOY-
MENT AND TRAINING’’, $2,000,000 shall be avail-
able to carry out a pilot program for pre-
paring members of the Armed Forces 
transitioning to civilian life to qualify for, 
and for assisting in placing them in, appren-
ticeship programs. 

(b) Amounts made available under sub-
section (a) shall supplement and not sup-
plant amounts appropriated or otherwise 
made available under this division for pro-
grams and activities relating to the Transi-
tion Assistance Program. 

SA 3883. Mr. WICKER (for himself 
and Mr. PETERS) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title V of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) computer science education programs, 

including coding academies, can provide im-
portant benefits to local industries and the 
economy and help meet in-demand workforce 
needs; and 

(2) the Department of Education and De-
partment of Labor should work together 
with industry to improve and expand com-
puter science education programs and oppor-
tunities, including through apprenticeships. 

SA 3884. Mr. BOOKER (for himself, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Mr. YOUNG, and Mr. 
SCOTT) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by him to the 
bill H.R. 6157, making appropriations 
for the Department of Defense for the 
fiscal year ending September 30, 2019, 
and for other purposes; which was or-
dered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 150, line 22, strike ‘‘WIOA:’’ and in-
sert the following: ‘‘WIOA: Provided further, 
That for purposes of any funds provided for 
technical assistance under section 168(b) of 
WIOA, priority for such assistance shall be 
given to States and areas that contain popu-
lation census tracts that have been des-
ignated as qualified opportunity zones under 
section 1400Z-1 of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986, or to entities that predominately 
serve population census tracts that have 
been designated as qualified opportunity 
zones under such section:’’. 

SA 3885. Mr. CASEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. It is the sense of Congress that 
the Army Research Laboratory should con-
tinue to fully fund research into advanced 
materials development, with a focus on— 

(1) the impact of ballistics on the human 
body; and 

(2) the development of new technologies for 
soldier protection and vehicle resilience. 

SA 3886. Mr. GRASSLEY (for him-
self, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, and Mr. GARDNER) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the bill H.R. 
6157, making appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2019, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
DIVISION C—RURAL EMERGENCY ACUTE 

CARE HOSPITAL ACT 
SECTION l01. SHORT TITLE. 

This division may be cited as the ‘‘Rural 
Emergency Acute Care Hospital Act’’. 
SEC. l02. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) According to the University of North 

Carolina’s Center for Health Services Re-
search, 55 rural hospitals have closed in the 
Unites States since January 2010. 

(2) In 2014, iVantage conducted a study for 
the National Rural Health Association and 
found 283 hospitals at risk of closure based 
upon performance indicators that matched 
those facilities already forced to close in this 
decade. 

(3) Researchers at the University of North 
Carolina identified inpatient volume as a 
substantial contributing factor to the finan-
cial performance of rural hospitals, with 
many of the at-risk hospitals having an aver-
age daily bed census of less than two. 

(4) Adverse impacts to the local economy 
and the loss of timely access to emergency 
medical care are 2 major effects of rural hos-
pital closures. 

(5) According to the National Center for 
Rural Health Works, the typical rural hos-
pital creates over 140 jobs and generates 
$6,800,000 in compensation while serving an 
average population of 14,600. 

(6) The 2014 iVantage study estimates that 
the 283 at-risk hospitals could result in the 
loss of 36,000 health care jobs, 50,000 commu-
nity jobs, and $10,600,000,000 in gross domes-
tic product. 

(7) Time is the most critical factor for 
achieving successful outcomes in emergency 
medicine, and emergency medical clinicians 

refer to the time-sensitive period during 
which successful outcomes may be best 
achieved as the ‘‘golden hour’’. 

(8) The National Conference of State Legis-
latures states that 60 percent of trauma 
deaths in the United States occur in rural 
areas, where only 15 percent of the popu-
lation is represented. 

(9) The disproportionate percentage of 
trauma deaths in rural areas is likely attrib-
utable in large part to a combination of re-
sponse time to the scene and distance to the 
nearest emergency room to stabilize trauma 
victims. 

(10) The percentage of trauma deaths oc-
curring in rural areas could continue to in-
crease as more rural hospitals close, further 
limiting access to emergency services and 
requiring patients to travel longer distances 
to receive emergency medical care. 

(11) The creation of a rural emergency hos-
pital designation under the Medicare pro-
gram will allow facilities in rural areas to 
provide emergency medical services without 
having to maintain inpatient beds. 

(12) In addition to providing emergency 
care, rural emergency hospitals could con-
vert the space previously used for inpatient 
services to provide other medical services in-
cluding, but not limited to, observation care, 
skilled nursing facility care, infusion serv-
ices, hemodialysis, home health, hospice, 
nursing home care, population health, and 
telemedicine services. 
SEC. l03. RURAL EMERGENCY HOSPITAL PRO-

GRAM. 
(a) IN GENERAL.— 
(1) RURAL EMERGENCY HOSPITAL AND SERV-

ICES DEFINED.—Section 1861 of the Social Se-
curity Act (42 U.S.C. 1395x) is amended— 

(A) in subsection (e), in the last sentence of 
the matter following paragraph (9), by in-
serting ‘‘or a rural emergency hospital (as 
defined in section 1861(jjj)(1))’’ before the pe-
riod at the end; and 

(B) by adding at the end the following sub-
section: 

‘‘Rural Emergency Hospital; Rural 
Emergency Hospital Outpatient Services 
‘‘(jjj)(1) The term ‘rural emergency hos-

pital’ means a facility that— 
‘‘(A)(i) as of December 31, 2016— 
‘‘(I) was a critical access hospital; or 
‘‘(II) was a hospital with not more than 50 

beds located in a county (or equivalent unit 
of local government) in a rural area (as de-
fined in section 1886(d)(2)(D)), or was a hos-
pital with not more than 50 beds that was 
treated as being located in a rural area pur-
suant to section 1886(d)(8)(E); or 

‘‘(ii) was a critical access hospital de-
scribed in clause (i)(I) or a hospital described 
in clause (i)(II) that ceased operations during 
the period beginning on the date that is 5 
years prior to the date of the enactment of 
this subsection and ending on December 30, 
2016; 

‘‘(B) provides 24-hour emergency medical 
care and observation care that does not ex-
ceed an annual per patient average of 24 
hours or more than 1 midnight; 

‘‘(C) does not provide any acute care inpa-
tient beds and has protocols in place for the 
timely transfer of patients who require acute 
care inpatient services or other inpatient 
services; 

‘‘(D) has elected to be designated as a rural 
emergency hospital; 

‘‘(E) has received approval to operate as a 
rural emergency hospital from the State 
under section 1834(v)(3)(A); and 

‘‘(F) is certified by the Secretary under 
section 1834(v)(3)(B). 

‘‘(2) The term ‘rural emergency hospital 
outpatient services’ means medical and 
other health services furnished by a rural 
emergency hospital on an outpatient basis. 
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‘‘(3) Nothing in this subsection or section 

1834(v)(3) shall be construed to prohibit a 
rural emergency hospital from providing ex-
tended care services.’’. 

(2) PAYMENT FOR RURAL EMERGENCY HOS-
PITAL SERVICES.— 

(A) IN GENERAL.—Section 1833(a) of the So-
cial Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395l(a)) is 
amended— 

(i) in paragraph (8), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 
the end; 

(ii) in paragraph (9), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(iii) by inserting after paragraph (9) the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(10) in the case of rural emergency hos-
pital emergency services and services pro-
vided by a rural emergency hospital or other 
provider of ambulance services to transport 
patients who require acute care inpatient 
services or other inpatient services from 
such rural emergency hospital to a hospital 
or critical access hospital, the amounts de-
scribed in section 1834(v).’’. 

(B) PAYMENT AMOUNT.—Section 1834 of the 
Social Security Act (42 U.S.C. 1395m) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
subsection: 

‘‘(v) PAYMENT RULES RELATING TO RURAL 
EMERGENCY HOSPITALS.— 

‘‘(1) PAYMENT FOR RURAL EMERGENCY HOS-
PITAL OUTPATIENT SERVICES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The amount of payment 
for rural emergency hospital outpatient 
services of a rural emergency hospital is 
equal to 110 percent of the reasonable costs 
of providing such services. 

‘‘(B) TELEHEALTH SERVICES.—For purposes 
of this paragraph, in determining the reason-
able costs of providing rural emergency hos-
pital outpatient services, costs associated 
with having a backup physician available via 
a telecommunications system shall be con-
sidered reasonable costs. 

‘‘(2) PAYMENT FOR TRANSPORTATION SERV-
ICES.—The amount of payment for services 
provided by a rural emergency hospital or 
other provider of ambulance services to 
transport patients who require acute care in-
patient services or other inpatient services 
from such rural emergency hospital to a hos-
pital or critical access hospital is equal to 
110 percent of the reasonable costs of pro-
viding such services. 

‘‘(3) REQUIREMENTS FOR RURAL EMERGENCY 
HOSPITALS.— 

‘‘(A) STATE APPROVAL TO OPERATE AS A 
RURAL EMERGENCY HOSPITAL.—No payment 
shall be made under this subsection to a fa-
cility, or to a provider of ambulance services 
providing transportation services from such 
facility, unless the State in which the facil-
ity is located has approved the facility’s des-
ignation as a rural emergency hospital. 

‘‘(B) CERTIFICATION OF RURAL EMERGENCY 
HOSPITAL.— 

‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—No payment shall be 
made under this subsection to a facility, or 
to a provider of ambulance services pro-
viding transportation services from such fa-
cility, unless the facility has been certified 
by the Secretary as a rural emergency hos-
pital. 

‘‘(ii) CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS.—The 
Secretary shall certify a facility as a rural 
emergency hospital if the facility— 

‘‘(I) meets the criteria for rural emergency 
hospitals described in subparagraphs (A) 
through (E) of section 1861(jjj)(1); 

‘‘(II) either— 
‘‘(aa) is verified by the American College of 

Surgeons or a State as having the resources 
required of a level IV trauma center or high-
er; or 

‘‘(bb) employs healthcare professionals 
that successfully completed within the pre-
ceding 4 years— 

‘‘(AA) the Advanced Trauma Life Support 
Course offered by the American College of 
Surgeons; or 

‘‘(BB) another trauma training program 
for healthcare professionals that is accepted 
by a State trauma system for certification 
purposes; 

‘‘(III) has in effect a transfer agreement 
with a level I or level II trauma center; and 

‘‘(IV) meets such staff training and certifi-
cation requirements as the Secretary may 
require. 

‘‘(4) COINSURANCE.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The amount of payment 

for rural emergency hospital services or 
transportation services made to a rural 
emergency hospital or other provider of am-
bulance services under this subsection shall 
be reduced by the coinsurance amount de-
scribed in subparagraph (B). 

‘‘(B) COINSURANCE AMOUNT.—The coinsur-
ance amount described in this subparagraph, 
with respect to an item or service provided 
by a rural emergency hospital or provider of 
ambulance services, shall be calculated in 
the same manner as the coinsurance amount 
for an outpatient critical access hospital 
service is calculated under section 
1866(a)(2).’’. 

(b) WAIVER OF DISTANCE REQUIREMENT FOR 
REPLACEMENT CAHS; SUBSEQUENT REDESIG-
NATION OF RURAL EMERGENCY HOSPITALS AS 
CAHS.—Section 1820(c)(2) of the Social Secu-
rity Act (42 U.S.C. 1395i–4(c)(2)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (B)(i)(I), by inserting 
‘‘subject to subparagraph (F),’’ before ‘‘is lo-
cated’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraphs: 

‘‘(F) OPTION TO WAIVE DISTANCE REQUIRE-
MENT.—Beginning on the date of the enact-
ment of this subparagraph, for every critical 
access hospital located in a State that is cer-
tified as a rural emergency hospital under 
section 1834(v)(3)(B), the State shall have the 
option of waiving the distance requirement 
described in subparagraph (B)(i)(I) with re-
spect to another facility located in the State 
that is seeking designation as a critical ac-
cess hospital under this paragraph. 

‘‘(G) REDESIGNATION OF A RURAL EMER-
GENCY HOSPITAL AS A CRITICAL ACCESS HOS-
PITAL.—A rural emergency hospital that was 
previously designated as a critical access 
hospital under this paragraph may elect to 
be redesignated as a critical access hospital 
(in the same manner that the hospital was 
originally designated as a critical access 
hospital) at any time, subject to such condi-
tions as the Secretary may establish.’’. 

(c) STUDIES AND REPORTS.— 
(1) STUDIES.—The Secretary of Health & 

Human Services shall conduct 3 studies to 
evaluate the impact of rural emergency hos-
pitals on the availability of health care and 
health outcomes in rural areas (as defined in 
section 1886(d)(2)(D) of the Social Security 
Act (42 U.S.C. 1395ww(d)(2)(D))). The Sec-
retary shall conduct a study— 

(A) 2 years after the date of the enactment 
of this Act; 

(B) 5 years after the date of the enactment 
of this Act; and 

(C) 10 years after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

(2) REPORTS.—Not later than 6 months 
after each date that the Secretary of Health 
& Human Services is required to conduct a 
study under paragraph (1), the Secretary 
shall submit a report to Congress containing 
the results of each such study. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments 
made by this section shall apply to items 
and services furnished on or after the date 
that is 1 year after the date of the enactment 
of this Act. 

SEC. l04. INCLUSION OF EMERGENCY MEDICINE 
AS HEALTH SERVICES UNDER THE 
NATIONAL HEALTH SERVICE CORPS. 

Section 331(a)(3)(D) of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 254d(a)(3)(D)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘, and includes emer-
gency medicine provided by physicians in a 
rural emergency hospital (as defined in sec-
tion 1861(jjj) of the Social Security Act)’’ be-
fore the period. 
SEC. l05. PERMITTING HOSPITALS WITH AP-

PROVED RESIDENCY PROGRAMS IN 
EMERGENCY MEDICINE TO INCLUDE 
TIME SPENT BY INTERNS AND RESI-
DENTS IN THE EMERGENCY DEPART-
MENT OF A RURAL HOSPITAL IN 
FULL-TIME EQUIVALENT COUNT. 

(a) INDIRECT MEDICAL EDUCATION.—Section 
1886(d)(5)(B)(iv) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 1395ww(d)(5)(B)(iv)) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new sub-
clause: 

‘‘(III) Effective for discharges occurring on 
or after October 1, 2017, all of the time spent 
in patient care activities in the emergency 
department of a rural hospital by interns 
and residents in emergency medicine from a 
hospital with an approved medical residency 
training program (as defined in subsection 
(h)(5)(A)) in such specialty shall be included 
in determining the number of full-time 
equivalent interns and residents in such pro-
gram if the hospital with such program in-
curs the costs of the stipends and fringe ben-
efits of the interns or residents during the 
time the interns or residents spend in that 
rural hospital in accordance with subclause 
(II). In this subclause, the term ‘rural hos-
pital’ means a hospital that is located in a 
rural area (as defined for purposes of para-
graph (2)(D)).’’. 

(b) DIRECT MEDICAL EDUCATION.—Section 
1886(h)(4)(E) of the Social Security Act (42 
U.S.C. 1395(h)(4)(E)) is amended— 

(1) in clause (ii), by striking the period at 
the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; 

(2) by inserting after clause (ii) the fol-
lowing new clause: 

‘‘(iii) effective for cost reporting periods 
beginning on or after July 1, 2017, all of the 
time so spent in the emergency department 
of a rural hospital by residents in emergency 
medicine from a hospital with an approved 
medical residency training program in such 
specialty shall be counted towards the deter-
mination of full-time equivalency in such 
program if the hospital with such program 
bears all, or substantially all, of the costs of 
training such residents in the rural hospital. 
In this subparagraph, the term ‘rural hos-
pital’ means a hospital that is located in a 
rural area (as defined for purposes of sub-
section (d)(2)(D)).’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
sentence: ‘‘For purposes of this subpara-
graph, the emergency department of a rural 
hospital described in clause (iii) is a nonpro-
vider setting.’’. 

SA 3887. Mr. CRUZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in the matter 
under the heading ‘‘SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT 
PROGRAMS’’ in title III of division B, insert ‘‘: 
Provided further, That funds made available 
under this heading for and allotted to States 
under subpart 1 of part A of title IV of the 
ESEA may be used by the States, to improve 
school conditions for student learning, by 
enabling local educational agencies to use 
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such funds for the purpose of installing infra-
structure, and implementing technology or 
other measures, that strengthen security on 
school premises, which may include— 

‘‘(1) controlling access to school premises 
or facilities, through the use of metal detec-
tors or other measures, or technology, with 
evidence-based effectiveness (to the extent 
the State involved determines that such evi-
dence is reasonably available), in accordance 
with the needs of the school; 

‘‘(2) implementing any technology or 
measure, or installing any infrastructure, to 
cover and conceal students within the school 
during crisis situations; 

‘‘(3) implementing technology to provide 
notification to relevant law enforcement and 
first responders during such a situation; 

‘‘(4) implementing any technology or 
measure, including hiring school security of-
ficers, or installing any infrastructure, with 
evidence-based effectiveness (to the extent 
the State involved determines that such evi-
dence is reasonably available) to increase 
the safety of school students and staff; 

‘‘(5) implementing any technology or 
measure, or installing any infrastructure, for 
school safety reinforcement, including bul-
let-resistant doors and windows; and 

‘‘(6) implementing any technology or sys-
tem that would reduce the time needed to 
disseminate official information to parents 
regarding the safety of their children during 
and immediately following a crisis.’’. 

SA 3888. Mr. BOOKER submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 6157, making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title V of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. (a) Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, in con-
sultation with the Administrator of the 
Health Resources and Services Administra-
tion and the Director of the Centers for Dis-
ease Control and Prevention, shall submit to 
the Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 
and Pensions of the Senate, the Committee 
on Appropriations of the Senate, the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce of the 
House of Representatives, and the Com-
mittee on Appropriations of the House of 
Representatives, a report that provides de-
tails on utilization by States, hospitals, and 
health systems of evidence-based practices 
to reduce maternal mortality and severe ma-
ternal morbidity, such as the Alliance for In-
novation on Maternal Health. 

(b) The report under this section shall in-
clude— 

(1) a list of States, hospitals, and health 
systems that participate in the Alliance for 
Innovation on Maternal Health or a similar 
evidence-based program, and to the extent 
possible, the maternal health outcomes such 
evidence-based programs are intended to ad-
dress; 

(2) what is known about States, hospitals, 
and health systems that participate in the 
Alliance for Innovation on Maternal Health 
or a similar evidence-based program, includ-
ing the rates of maternal mortality and se-
vere maternal morbidity and any improve-
ments with respect to such rates, or other 
improvements in maternal and infant health 
outcomes; and 

(3) barriers to implementation of evidence- 
based programs like the Alliance for Innova-
tion in Maternal Health and recommenda-
tions for further implementation. 

SA 3889. Mr. SHELBY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3699 proposed by Mr. 
MCCONNELL (for Mr. SHELBY) to the 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be in-
serted, insert ‘‘$8,503,001’’. 

SA 3890. Mr. SHELBY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 6157, making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end, add the following: 
This Act shall take effect 1 day after the 
date of the enactment of this Act. 

SA 3891. Mr. SHELBY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3890 submitted by Mr. 
SHELBY and intended to be proposed to 
the bill H.R. 6157, making appropria-
tions for the Department of Defense for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2019, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

On page 1, line 2, strike ‘‘1 day’’ and insert 
‘‘2 days’’. 

SA 3892. Mr. MURPHY (for himself 
and Mr. PORTMAN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. (a) From amounts appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this division, 
the Secretary of Defense shall transfer to the 
Secretary of State under section 385 of title 
10, United States Code, $40,000,000 for the 
Global Engagement Center for support by 
the Department of State of security coopera-
tion objectives of the Department of Defense 
as authorized by that section: Provided, That 
amounts transferred pursuant to this section 
shall remain available for obligation and ex-
penditure until September 30, 2020. 

(b) Section 8117 shall have no force or ef-
fect. 

SA 3893. Ms. HEITKAMP submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. Of the funds appropriated under 
the heading ‘‘Refugee and Entrant Assist-
ance’’ for carrying out Victims of Traf-
ficking programs, the amount made avail-
able to continue carrying out the SOAR 

(Stop, Observe, Ask, Respond) to Health and 
Wellness Program, to train health care and 
social service providers on how to identify, 
treat, and respond appropriately to human 
trafficking, shall be not less than the 
amount made available for such program in 
fiscal year 2018. 

SA 3894. Ms. HEITKAMP (for herself, 
Ms. MURKOWSKI, and Mr. UDALL) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 
6157, making appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2019, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. (a) From amounts appropriated 
under this title, up to $1,000,000 shall be used 
for awarding grants for the purchase and im-
plementation of telehealth services, includ-
ing pilots and demonstrations for the use of 
electronic health records or other necessary 
technology and equipment (including ultra 
sound machines or other technology and 
equipment that is useful for caring for preg-
nant women) to coordinate obstetric care be-
tween pregnant women living in rural areas 
and obstetric care providers. 

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this Act, the total amount appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘Vaccine Injury Com-
pensation Program Trust Fund’’ is hereby 
reduced by $1,000,000. 

SA 3895. Mr. BROWN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. (a) Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall develop and 
implement for the Department of Defense a 
mechanism to track and monitor informa-
tion on the indebtedness of individuals to the 
United States arising out of service in the 
Armed Forces. 

(b) The mechanism required by subsection 
(a) shall do the following: 

(1) Identify each individual who has a cur-
rent indebtedness to the United States aris-
ing out of the individual’s service in the 
Armed Forces. 

(2) Identify the current age and amount of 
indebtedness to the United States arising 
out of service in the Armed Forces of each 
individual identified pursuant to paragraph 
(1) 

(3) For each debt of an individual identified 
pursuant to paragraph (2), specify the fol-
lowing: 

(A) Whether such debt is the result of a 
delay in Department of Defense processing 
changes to beneficiary status or another ac-
tion of the Department. 

(B) Whether such debt is currently dis-
puted by such individual. 

(C) The amount and type of any fees or in-
terest charges that have been applied to such 
debt, including any amounts charged for 
processing or handling the collection of such 
debt 

(c) Not later than 90 days after the date of 
the enactment of this Act, the Secretary 
shall submit to Congress a report on the sta-
tus of the development and implementation 
of the mechanism required by subsection (a). 
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SA 3896. Mr. HATCH submitted an 

amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: ‘‘Provided, That sums allocated under 
the ‘CDC Injury Prevention and Control’ for 
Traumatic Brain Injury include continuation 
of the creation of a National Concussion Sur-
veillance System.’’. 

SA 3897. Mr. SCHATZ (for himself 
and Ms. HIRONO) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, making appropria-
tions for the Department of Defense for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2019, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B insert the following: 

SEC. ll. Using amounts made available 
under this title, the Assistant Secretary for 
Mental Health and Substance Use shall pro-
vide technical assistance to any State or 
county impacted by a volcanic eruption cov-
ered by a major disaster declared by the 
President in calendar year 2018 in accordance 
with section 401 of the Robert T. Stafford 
Disaster Relief and Emergency Assistance 
Act. Such technical assistance shall be— 

(1) to conduct a needs assessment for sup-
porting the mental health of the impacted 
children and families; and 

(2) to develop mental health crisis recovery 
plans for the impacted children and families. 

SA 3898. Mr. SCHATZ submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the amounts appro-
priated or otherwise made available by this 
division may be used to establish a United 
States Space Force as one of the United 
States Armed Forces, or to establish the 
Space Development Agency: Provided, That 
this section shall not be construed to limit 
the use of funds for the establishment of a 
combatant command pertaining to space op-
erations. 

SA 3899. Ms. HIRONO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion A, insert before the period at the end of 
the last proviso relating to Operation and 
Maintenance, Defense-Wide the following: ‘‘: 
Provided further, That of the funds provided 
under this heading, the Secretary of Defense 
shall allocate an amount the Secretary de-
termines appropriate for fiscal year 2019 to 
ensure the operation and maintenance of 
military construction projects funded 

through the Energy Resilience and Conserva-
tion Investment Program (ERCIP) author-
ized under section 2914 of title 10, United 
States Code: Provided further, That the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), under 
the direction of the Secretary of Defense, 
shall submit to the congressional defense 
committees a plan to create a program ele-
ment and supporting budgetary accounts and 
line items for the consideration of operation 
and maintenance appropriations for fiscal 
year 2019 and subsequent fiscal years to ad-
dress operation and maintenance projects 
necessary for military construction projects 
funded through ERCIP: Provided further, 
That, not later than March 1, 2019, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report on 
its progress to establish the necessary budg-
etary accounts described in the preceding 
proviso’’. 

SA 3900. Ms. HIRONO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division A, in-
sert the following: 

SEC. llll. Paragraph (2) of section 
2919(b) of title 10, United States Code, is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(2) credited to an appropriation des-
ignated by the Secretary of Defense, merged 
with the appropriation to which credited, 
and available for energy security or energy 
resilience projects.’’. 

SA 3901. Ms. HIRONO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in section 8011 of 
title VIII of division A, strike the period at 
the end and insert the following:‘‘: Provided 
further, That of the funds appropriated to the 
Air Force for operation and maintenance, 
the Secretary of the Air Force shall allocate 
an amount the Secretary determines appro-
priate for the operation and maintenance of 
the Eagle Vision system that provides the 
Air Force a critical humanitarian assistance 
and disaster relief capability: Provided fur-
ther, That the Secretary of the Air Force is 
also directed to submit to the congressional 
defense committees a report on the progress 
of the Secretary in allocating such funding 
not later than March 1, 2019.’’ 

SA 3902. Mr. UDALL (for himself and 
Mr. HEINRICH) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. In addition to any other re-
porting requirements applicable to the Office 
of Refugee Resettlement of the Department 
of Health and Human Services as specified in 

Senate Report 115–289 (115th Congress), the 
Secretary of Health and Human Services 
shall, on a weekly basis, update information 
available to the public on the Internet 
website of the Department with respect to 
the following: 

(1) The total number of children referred to 
the Department, including the total number 
of unaccompanied alien children and the 
total number of children who were appre-
hended as part of a family unit. 

(2) The number of such children currently 
in the care of the Department. 

(3) The number of such children released to 
sponsors. 

(4) The number of preteen children in shel-
ters and foster care programs operated by 
the Office. 

SA 3903. Mr. MENENDEZ submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. Not later than 90 days after the 
date of the enactment of this Act, the Sec-
retary of Defense shall submit to the con-
gressional defense committees a report esti-
mating the portion of the Department of De-
fense’s advertising budget that is spent on 
advertising and public relations contracts 
with socially and economically disadvan-
taged small businesses and women, low-in-
come, veteran (as that term is defined in sec-
tion 3(q) of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
632(q)), and minority entrepreneurs and busi-
ness owners at the prime and subcontracting 
levels. 

SA 3904. Mr. MARKEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. Of the amounts appropriated or 
otherwise made available by title II of this 
division under the heading ‘‘Operation and 
Maintenance, Defense-Wide’’, up to $250,000 
may be available to the Secretary of Defense 
for the creation of a service medal to honor 
and be awarded to retired and former mem-
bers of the Armed Forces who were exposed 
to radiation during service in the Armed 
Forces in such circumstances as to be eligi-
ble for treatment as radiation-exposed vet-
erans for purposes of section 1112(c) of title 
38, United States Code. 

SA 3905. Mr. ROUNDS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 6157, making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. lll. Amounts appropriated or oth-
erwise made available by this Act may not 
be used to implement or carry out any in-
crease in cost-sharing requirements under 
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the TRICARE Pharmacy Benefits Program 
by reason of the amendment made by section 
702(a) of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2018 (Public Law 115–91; 
131 Stat. 1433) with respect to any covered 
beneficiary who resides more than 40 miles 
from the nearest military medical treatment 
facility until the date on which the Sec-
retary of Defense commences the conduct of 
the pilot program on prescription drug ac-
quisition cost parity in the TRICARE Phar-
macy Benefits Program authorized by sec-
tion 743 of the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act for Fiscal Year 2017 (Public Law 
114–328; 130 Stat. 2238; 10 U.S.C. 1074g note). 

SA 3906. Mr. ROUNDS submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 6157, making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. lll. Amounts appropriated or oth-
erwise made available by this Act may not 
be used to implement or carry out any in-
crease in cost-sharing requirements under 
the TRICARE Pharmacy Benefits Program 
by reason of the amendment made by section 
702(a) of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 2018 (Public Law 115–91; 
131 Stat. 1433) with respect to any covered 
beneficiary who resides more than 40 miles 
from the nearest military medical treatment 
facility. 

SA 3907. Mr. PETERS (for himself 
and Ms. STABENOW) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 6157, making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division A, in-
sert the following: 

SEC. lll. The amount appropriated by 
title III of this division under the heading 
‘‘Aircraft Procurement, Air Force’’ is hereby 
increased by $65,000,000, with the amount of 
the increase to be available for the A–10 
Wing Replacement Program. 

SA 3908. Ms. CANTWELL (for herself 
and Mr. CASSIDY) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title III of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. (a) It is the sense of the Senate 
that dedicated funding for coding courses in 
kindergarten through grade 12 education 
should be a top priority. 

(b) It is the sense of the Senate that the 
Secretary of Education should use the au-
thority granted under section 114(e) of the 
Carl D. Perkins Career and Technical Edu-
cation Act of 2006, as in effect on July 1, 2019, 
to award innovation and modernization 
grants. The use of such innovation and mod-
ernization grant funds for coding programs 
are especially important for rural and under-
served areas that don’t have access to coding 
resources in order to close the skills gap. 

These grants are opportunities for rural 
America to learn to read and write code to 
prepare students for the jobs of the future. 

SA 3909. Ms. HIRONO (for herself, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Ms. WARREN, 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL, and Mr. MARKEY) 
submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 3695 pro-
posed by Mr. SHELBY to the bill H.R. 
6157, making appropriations for the De-
partment of Defense for the fiscal year 
ending September 30, 2019, and for 
other purposes; which was ordered to 
lie on the table; as follows: 

Beginning on page 238, line 13, strike 
‘‘which’’ and all that follows through ‘‘pro-
grams:’’ on line 6, page 239 and insert the fol-
lowing: ‘‘to support the access of 
marginalized youth to sexual health serv-
ices: Provided further, That funding entities 
awarded such competitive grants may use 
the funds to provide medically accurate and 
complete age, developmentally, and cul-
turally-appropriate information on how to 
access sexual health services; to promote ef-
fective communication regarding sexual 
health among marginalized youth; to pro-
mote and support better health, education, 
and economic opportunities for school-age 
parents; and to train individuals who work 
with marginalized youth to promote the pre-
vention of unintended pregnancy, the pre-
vention of sexually transmitted infections, 
healthy relationships, and the development 
of safe and supportive environments:’’. 

SA 3910. Mr. SHELBY (for himself 
and Mr. DURBIN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

In section 8010 of division A, in the matter 
immediately preceding the sixth proviso, in-
sert after paragraph (5) the following: 

(6) SSN Virginia Class Submarines and 
Government-furnished equipment: 

SA 3911. Ms. MURKOWSKI submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
to amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. The amount appropriated by 
title II of this division under the heading 
‘‘Operation and Maintenance, Defense-Wide’’ 
is hereby increased by $11,677,000, with the 
amount of the increase to be available for 
Civil Military Programs for the National 
Guard Youth Challenge Program (in addition 
to any other amounts available in this divi-
sion for that Program). 

SA 3912. Mr. HELLER (for himself 
and Mr. MANCHIN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill H.R. 6157, making appropria-
tions for the Department of Defense for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2019, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B insert the following: 

SEC. lll. (a) There are appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘Birth Defects, Develop-
mental Disabilities, Disabilities and Health’’ 
under the heading ‘‘Centers for Disease Con-
trol and Prevention’’, in addition to any 
other amounts made available under such 
heading and in order to provide additional 
funding for activities related to neonatal ab-
stinence syndrome, $2,000,000: Provided, That 
funds shall make use of existing State bio-
surveillance and other surveillance tools to 
improve voluntary, de-identified prenatal 
and newborn health data, which may include 
opioid-related information during pregnancy 
and early motherhood, to reduce risks asso-
ciated with neonatal abstinence syndrome 
and optimize care. 

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this Act, the total amount appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘Chronic Disease Preven-
tion and Health Promotion’’ under the head-
ing ‘‘Centers for Disease Control and Preven-
tion’’ is hereby reduced by $2,000,000. 

SA 3913. Mr. LEE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division B, in-
sert the following: 

SEC. lll. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Act, no funds made avail-
able under this Act may be used to mandate 
that, or implement a requirement that, a 
State annually measure the achievement of 
not less than 95 percent of all students, and 
95 percent of all students in each subgroup of 
students, who are enrolled in public schools 
on the assessments described under section 
1111(b)(2)(B)(v)(I) of the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 
6311(b)(2)(B)(v)(I)). 

SA 3914. Mr. LEE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 6157, making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division B in-
sert the following: 

SEC. ll. None of the funds made available 
by this Act may be used to conduct or sup-
port research using human fetal tissue if 
such tissue is obtained pursuant to an in-
duced abortion. 

SA 3915. Mr. LEE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title I of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. lll. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Act, the amount made 
available under this Act for making pay-
ments under the Head Start Act shall be 
equal to the amount made available for mak-
ing such payments for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2018, of which funds shall be 
made available for a study to determine the 
possibility of carrying out the activities of 
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the Head Start Act through a program pro-
viding block grants to States. 

SA 3916. Mr. LEE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing: 

SEC. lll. The Secretary of Education 
shall carry out a pilot program that author-
izes States to establish an alternative ac-
creditation system for the purpose of estab-
lishing institutions that provide postsec-
ondary education and postsecondary edu-
cation courses or programs as eligible for 
funding under title IV of the Higher Edu-
cation Act of 1965 if the State enters into an 
agreement with the Secretary for the estab-
lishment of the alternative accreditation 
system. 

SA 3917. Mr. LEE submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division A, in-
sert the following: 

SEC. lll. None of the funds appropriated 
or otherwise made available by this division 
shall be used to enforce an authorization of 
detention without charge or trial of a citizen 
or lawful permanent resident of the United 
States who is apprehended in the United 
States. 

SA 3918. Mrs. SHAHEEN (for herself 
and Ms. HASSAN) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to 
the bill H.R. 6157, making appropria-
tions for the Department of Defense for 
the fiscal year ending September 30, 
2019, and for other purposes; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. (a) There are appropriated under 
the heading ‘‘HIV/AIDS, Viral Hepatitis, 
Sexually Transmitted Diseases, and Tuber-
culosis Prevention’’ under the heading ‘‘Cen-
ters for Disease Control and Prevention’’, in 
addition to any other amounts made avail-
able under such heading and in order to pro-
vide additional funding for sexually trans-
mitted disease prevention, $5,000,000. 

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this Act, the total amount appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘General Departmental 
Management’’ under the heading ‘‘Office of 
the Secretary’’, is hereby reduced by 
$5,000,000. 

SA 3919. Mr. CARDIN (for himself, 
Mr. CARPER, Mr. BOOKER, Mr. MENEN-
DEZ, and Ms. HARRIS) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in division B, in-
sert the following: 
REPORT ON RACIAL DISPARITIES IN PREGNANCY- 

RELATED MORTALITY RATES 
SEC. ll. Not later than 120 days after the 

date of enactment of this Act, the Director 
of the Centers for Disease Control and Pre-
vention shall submit to Congress a report on 
racial disparities in pregnancy-related mor-
tality rates, which shall— 

(1) identify the causes of racial disparities 
in pregnancy-related mortality rates in the 
United States, and why such rates are higher 
among African American women, Hispanic 
women, Asian American women, American 
Indian women, and Alaskan Native women; 
and 

(2) make recommendations for reducing— 
(A) racial disparities in pregnancy-related 

mortality rates in the United States; and 
(B) the overall pregnancy-related mor-

tality rate in the United States. 

SA 3920. Mr. MURPHY (for himself, 
Mr. MANCHIN, and Mr. SCHUMER) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 6157, 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Defense for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2019, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. (a) There are appropriated under 
the heading ‘‘Mental Health’’ under the 
heading ‘‘Substance Abuse and Mental 
Health Services’’, in addition to any other 
amounts made available under such heading 
and in order to provide additional funding to 
carry out section 520E of the Public Health 
Service Act, $1,573,000. 

(b) There are appropriated under the head-
ing ‘‘Mental Health’’ under the heading 
‘‘Substance Abuse and Mental Health Serv-
ices’’, in addition to any other amounts 
made available under such heading and in 
order to provide additional funding to carry 
out section 520E–2 of the Public Health Serv-
ice Act, $512,000. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this Act, the total amount appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘Mental Health’’ under 
the heading ‘‘Substance Abuse and Mental 
Health Services Administration’’ to carry 
out subpart I of part B of title XIX of the 
Public Health Service Act, is hereby reduced 
by $2,085,000. 

SA 3921. Mr. MURPHY (for himself, 
Mr. MANCHIN, and Mr. SCHUMER) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill H.R. 6157, 
making appropriations for the Depart-
ment of Defense for the fiscal year end-
ing September 30, 2019, and for other 
purposes; which was ordered to lie on 
the table; as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. (a) There are appropriated under 
the heading ‘‘Mental Health’’ under the 
heading ‘‘Substance Abuse and Mental 
Health Services’’, in addition to any other 
amounts made available under such heading 
and in order to provide additional funding to 
carry out section 520E of the Public Health 
Service Act, $1,573,000. 

(b) There are appropriated under the head-
ing ‘‘Mental Health’’ under the heading 
‘‘Substance Abuse and Mental Health Serv-
ices’’, in addition to any other amounts 
made available under such heading and in 
order to provide additional funding to carry 
out section 520E–2 of the Public Health Serv-
ice Act, $512,000. 

(c) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this Act, the total amount appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘Mental Health’’ under 
the heading ‘‘Substance Abuse and Mental 
Health Services Administration’’ to carry 
out subpart I of part B of title XIX of the 
Public Health Service Act, is hereby reduced 
by $2,085,000. 

SA 3922. Mr. HATCH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the end of section 8023(d), insert before 
the period the following: ‘‘; Provided further, 
That the Secretary of Defense may waive a 
limitation in this subsection on the number 
of staff years for defense FFRDCs that may 
be funded during fiscal year 2019 if the Sec-
retary certifies in writing to the congres-
sional defense committees that the waiver is 
in the national interests of the United 
States’’. 

SA 3923. Mr. HEINRICH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 6157, making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 202, line 13, strike the period and 
insert ‘‘: Provided, That of such amount made 
available for an evidence-based opioid drug 
overdoes prevention program, $10,000,000 
shall be for activities that reduce overpre-
scribing in rural areas and on Indian land.’’. 

SA 3924. Mr. HEINRICH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 6157, making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 207, line 17, insert ‘‘, of which 
$10,000,000 shall be for research related to 
non-opioid pain management alternatives’’ 
after ‘‘treatment’’. 

SA 3925. Mr. HEINRICH submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill H.R. 6157, making ap-
propriations for the Department of De-
fense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

On page 216, line 5, insert ‘‘, of which 10 
percent shall be reserved for grants to behav-
ioral health clinics in States that have the 
highest rates of poverty and unemployment’’ 
after ‘‘Public Law 113–93’’. 

SA 3926. Mr. CASSIDY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title VIII of di-
vision A, insert the following: 
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SEC. lll. (a) Not later than 180 days 

after the date of the enactment of this Act, 
the Secretary of Defense shall submit to the 
congressional defense committees a report 
on improving trauma training for trauma 
teams of the Department of Defense, includ-
ing through the use of the Joint Trauma 
Education and Training Directorate estab-
lished under section 708 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2017 
(Public Law 114–328; 10 U.S.C. 1071 note). 

(b) The report required by subsection (a) 
shall include recommendations regarding 
how to best coordinate trauma teams of the 
Department of Defense with trauma partners 
in the civilian sector, including evaluating 
how trauma surgeons and physicians of the 
Department can best partner with civilian 
level 1 trauma centers verified by the Amer-
ican College of Surgeons, including those 
trauma centers coupled to a burn center that 
offers burn rotations and clinical experience, 
to provide adequate training and readiness 
for the next generation of medical providers 
to treat critically injured burn patients and 
other military trauma victims. 

SA 3927. Mr. ISAKSON (for himself 
and Mr. MURPHY) submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3695 proposed by Mr. 
SHELBY to the bill H.R. 6157, making 
appropriations for the Department of 
Defense for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2019, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table; 
as follows: 

At the appropriate place in title II of divi-
sion B, insert the following: 

SEC. ll. (a) There are appropriated under 
the heading ‘‘Public Health Scientific Serv-
ices’’ under the heading ‘‘Centers for Disease 
Control and Prevention’’, in addition to any 
other amounts made available under such 
heading, $5,000,000 to be available for the es-
tablishment of the National Neurological 
Conditions Surveillance System as author-
ized in 21st Century Cures Act (Public Law 
114-255). 

(b) Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this Act, the total amount appropriated 
under the heading ‘‘Substance Abuse and 
Mental Health Services Administration’’ is 
hereby reduced by $5,000,000 

f 

NOTICE OF INTENT TO OBJECT TO 
PROCEEDING 

I, Senator CHUCK GRASSLEY, intend 
to object to proceeding to S. 3278, to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to provide additional Protections 
to taxpayers, dated August 21, 2018. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, I have 8 
requests for committees to meet during 
today’s session of the Senate. They 
have the approval of the Majority and 
Minority leaders. 

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session 
of the Senate: 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 

The Committee on Armed Services is 
authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on Tuesday, August 21, 
2018, at 9:30 a.m., to conduct a hearing 

on the following nominations: Alan 
Ray Shaffer, of Virginia, to be Deputy 
Under Secretary for Acquisition and 
Sustainment, Veronica Daigle, of Vir-
ginia, and Robert H. McMahon, of 
Georgia, both to be an Assistant Sec-
retary, and Casey Wardynski, of Ala-
bama, and Alex A. Beehler, of Mary-
land, both to be an Assistant Secretary 
of the Army, all of the Department of 
Defense. 
COMMITTEE ON BANKING, HOUSING, AND URBAN 

AFFAIRS 
The Committee on Banking, Housing, 

and Urban Affairs is authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
on Tuesday, August 21, 2018, at 10 a.m., 
to conduct a hearing entitled ‘‘Russia 
Sanctions current effectiveness and po-
tential for next steps.’’ 

COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND NATURAL 
RESOURCES 

The Committee on Energy and Nat-
ural Resources is authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
Tuesday, August 21, 2018, at 10 a.m., to 
conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS 
The Committee on Foreign Relations 

is authorized to meet during the ses-
sion of the Senate on Tuesday, August 
21, 2018, at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing 
entitled ‘‘U.S.-Russia Relations’’. 

COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 
AND PENSIONS 

The Committee on Health, Edu-
cation, Labor, and Pensions is author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Tuesday, August 21, 2018, at 
2:30 p.m., to conduct a hearing entitled 
‘‘Financial Literacy: the Starting 
Point for a Secure Retirement.’’ 

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 

The Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs is au-
thorized to meet during the session of 
the Senate on Tuesday, August 21, 2018, 
at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing enti-
tled ‘‘Examining CMS’s Efforts to fight 
Medicaid fraud and overpayments’’. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON INTELLIGENCE 
The Select Committee on Intel-

ligence is authorized to meet during 
the session of the Senate on Thursday, 
August 16, 2018, at 2:30 p.m., to conduct 
a closed hearing. 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON CRIME AND TERRORISM 
The Subcommittee on Antitrust, 

Competition Policy and Consumer 
Rights of the Committee on the Judici-
ary is authorized to meet during the 
session of the Senate on Tuesday, Au-
gust 21, 2018, at 2:30 p.m., to conduct a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Cyber Threats to our 
Nation’s Critical infrastructure.’’ 

f 

PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that my defense 
fellow, John-Paul Mantone, be granted 
floor privileges for the length of the 
current debate on the appropriations 
bills that are before us. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that Nathan Wil-
liams, a law clerk with my Judiciary 
Committee staff, be granted floor privi-
leges for the duration of today’s ses-
sion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ORDERS FOR WEDNESDAY, 
AUGUST 22, 2018 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 10 a.m., Wednesday, Au-
gust 22; further, that following the 
prayer and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the time 
for the two leaders be reserved for their 
use later in the day, and morning busi-
ness be closed; that following leader re-
marks, the Senate resume consider-
ation of H.R. 6157; further, that the 
Senate recess from 3:30 p.m. to 4:30 
p.m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, if 
there is no further business to come be-
fore the Senate, I ask unanimous con-
sent that it stand adjourned under the 
previous order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:40 p.m., adjourned until Wednes-
day, August 22, 2018, at 10 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by 
the Senate: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

MICHAEL J. FITZPATRICK, OF VIRGINIA, A CAREER 
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF 
MINISTER–COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF ECUADOR. 

JEFFREY ROSS GUNTER, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE AM-
BASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF 
ICELAND. 

RICHARD CARLTON PASCHALL III, OF NORTH CARO-
LINA, A CAREER MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN 
SERVICE, CLASS OF MINISTER–COUNSELOR, TO BE AM-
BASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE REPUBLIC OF 
THE GAMBIA. 

ERIC WILLIAMS STROMAYER, OF VIRGINIA, A CAREER 
MEMBER OF THE SENIOR FOREIGN SERVICE, CLASS OF 
MINISTER–COUNSELOR, TO BE AMBASSADOR EXTRAOR-
DINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA TO THE TOGOLESE REPUBLIC. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

WING CHAU, OF RHODE ISLAND, TO BE UNITED STATES 
MARSHAL FOR THE DISTRICT OF RHODE ISLAND FOR 
THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS, VICE JAMIE A. HAINSWORTH, 
TERM EXPIRED. 

RAMONA L. DOHMAN, OF MINNESOTA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES MARSHAL FOR THE DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA 
FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS, VICE SHARON JEA-
NETTE LUBINSKI, RETIRED. 

ERIC S. GARTNER, OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO BE UNITED 
STATES MARSHAL FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF 
PENNSYLVANIA FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS, VICE 
DAVID BLAKE WEBB, TERM EXPIRED. 

JOHN C. MILHISER, OF ILLINOIS, TO BE UNITED STATES 
ATTORNEY FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 
FOR THE TERM OF FOUR YEARS, VICE JAMES A. LEWIS, 
RESIGNED. 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPORTANCE 
AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 
601: 
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To be lieutenant general 

MAJ. GEN. THOMAS J. SHARPY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE RESERVE OF THE AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. KATHLEEN M. FLARITY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES AIR FORCE TO THE GRADE INDI-
CATED UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 624: 

To be brigadier general 

COL. DAVID A. HARRIS, JR. 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
IN THE UNITED STATES MARINE CORPS TO THE GRADE 
INDICATED WHILE ASSIGNED TO A POSITION OF IMPOR-

TANCE AND RESPONSIBILITY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., 
SECTION 601: 

To be general 

LT. GEN. KENNETH F. MCKENZIE, JR. 

IN THE ARMY 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

To be colonel 

TIMOTHY D. VINCENT 

THE FOLLOWING NAMED OFFICER FOR APPOINTMENT 
TO THE GRADE INDICATED IN THE RESERVE OF THE 
ARMY UNDER TITLE 10, U.S.C., SECTION 12203: 

To be colonel 

MARK J. STANALAJCZO 

DISCHARGED NOMINATION 

The Senate Committee on Homeland 
Security and Governmental Affairs was 
discharged from further consideration 
of the following nomination under the 
authority of the order of the Senate of 
01/07/2009 and the nomination was 
placed on the Executive Calendar: 

*TERI L. DONALDSON, OF TEXAS, TO BE INSPECTOR 
GENERAL OF THE DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY. 

*Nominee has committed to respond 
to requests to appear and testify before 
any duly constituted committee of the 
Senate. 
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